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TO THE PUBLIC. 


Sta.nding as I do under the charge of a lAbeller *— of a 
libeller of Lady Viscountess Perceyal^ — -it would be both in- 
decent and improper in me^ on this occasion^ to make any 
comments on her ladyship^s conduct. I am accused of stating 
in my paper (The NetasJ, that I gave credit to the sdemn 
oath of Mr. Mitford/ when he affirmed, that he had re- 
ceived the forged letters in question from Lady Perceval. 
Had I not done sq^ I never should have published them. 

* This circumstance was amply commented upon by Mr. Holt, in the 
late Trials and was. urged by bim to the Jury^ as an impeachment of my 
evidence in favour of Mitford. How unjustly, will appear from the two 
following^ circumstances : — 1st. I was not subpcBnaea^s a witness by Mit- 
ford's, but by Lady Perceval's attorney, and attended the Trial not as hia 
but as her evidence. If I was supposed to be a partial wifpess, why did 
she subpcena roe ? 2d. I do lay under^he imputation of a libeller of Lady 
Perceval ; and have lain under that imputation ever since July 1813, when 
she tendered a bill against me at Hick'^s Hall. But it has not been my faulty 
and Mr. Holt, when he made his speech, knew that it had not been my 
fault, that the imputation was not long since either justified or done away. 
The cause was expected to come on at the September Quarter Sessions ; 
and I then publicly declared my readiness to meet it, but Lady Perceval 
removed it by certioraAinio the Court of King's Bench. In that Court it 
was set down for Trial last^ Michaelmas Term ; and a^jfain I declared my 
readiness to answer the accuaation ; but again Lady Perceval put it off. It 
was expected to come on last Hilary Term, and a third time I attended 

. wHh my legal defenders. But a third Ume it was put oif, at Lady Perce- 
val's suggestion. Am I then not justified in saying, that bad her ladyship 
been half as eager to wipe off the imputation on her name,, as I have been 

'to eras« it from mine, her counsel (Mr. Holt) would never have had the 

^opportunity of throwing a doubt on my evidence, on account of my lyin^ 

•under the charge of beiog a libeller i^-^EiiU 
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I- Ao so stilly and now am borne out in my credence by 
the Jiat of a Jury and the didum of a Judge. I am also 
accused of having imputed to Lady Perceval a knowledge of 
the letters^ previous to the moment Mr.Mitford delivered them 
for publicati6rt kito Dty hi&lls. in 6t1ler words» I am accused 
of sayings that her Ladyship either forged the letters^ or uttered 
them knowing them to be foiged. Such ^is the head and front 
of my offending/' As this point is still unsettled, I shall there- 
-fore at present decline entering into any remarks on her 
Iftdyship^seoiiduM tdvi%i4ff4ne. A^plkAn narrative i^i'^tts, 
4s b^^ev^r meesAary^^as^^aeyto^'the'icylidWhlg' trial; iAid 
ibis^ I shall tmnseribe * ffrbeij^aliyifi^im 'i^tatements'made 4n 
>«iy'^fence/ from riffle '-^o thbe, ♦in'fflfe 'News, 'acMfakg to 
lAi^m' dudh'^eircain^taiiees^of fm^inpdrtMit torture, as" hsre^ 
sln^e thcSr imertwm, eome^to toy knowl^dlge; aiid wfaieb 
^Fbave bad 0^p6mmitfe9'6f'\i^rifyiiig. 

•Extract >HOM THE NEWS of April IITh, idl3— th« 

StJUDAY At'TBK TtifE ^VBLICATION OF THE" FORGED tET- 
TETtS, feEJNO tri:E liXl^AWATrtJfN I HAt) tNF0R>4ED LXtiT 
• ^ESCEVAL, I FELT MTSBLP B6t7NI> IN HONOR TO MA&E 
TO THE TUBLIC. 

The Editor of the Neivs to the Public^ 

^^ lam well aware^ that in the appeal I son about ta 

make to the Public^ I should state a very strong case^ to 

justify the disclosure 4k£ documents and ckcumstenaesaT'die 

• mture oi tliose which* foUow* Not all "the abuse pouivd nxpmk 

me by my brother Editors, in which they have not been 

sparing, for having ' published what they have been pleased 

:t0 call ^ a iffosa imposition andfforgery'**««riM>t all the reftcc^ 

•tions which have been put^brth upon the We akn e ss of nay nn*' 

der^Sinditig, aiid upon my fitness to conduct a newspaper, 

for suffcriug ipyself to be imposed upon by what Mr. Pjsrry, 

of TA^ •CAsi'ajtucii^,. and other;!, .•have.presumed to term^ ^ ^o 

* palpable and at the sometime so audadous a forgery'"^ 


MlMag'tftf this ^kkfd wcndd^^ve imNk the least imftresaion 

^jmxjme^. J karebetn too many yenn t^ Coivihietar o£>a 

newspaper, not to be well aware of the little jealousies -uiii-* 

tomAywbff^n'iXmwiis aitf jottmaly^tifiguklied bfthe con** 

Mtaee^of »at psrty vrlfirich i»idy hdppm tx> fetand high in the 

.^p^Mtlir ea^ikmnnmn. Ikdow^oo wdl^k(iW|mnema^<if in 

ftgpe ita-ma dinivn^ftfio^r, whooi they^vuip^et eDJoysa.con^ 

HienceiftMi ^iiiieh l^ey are exdod^^ to^ sufftr the ieur- 

iitityof a-bost -tf-puUkr writeAS^tOrgyve me a^moaient's on- 

easiness. Had I bo^n 4saH6d a ^pe^^^faad I been-ac«used^f 

>behljg aisMilMd ^wiA'Hn tinpost<n-i-^-4iad'tveiy pvovoeation 

1)een^gii^en ^ me' torspisak 9Ut, 'Whhfc the'Englii^ laa^8g& b 

eapdMe 4^, my defence shoutd ' have Tested fsipWr my-sknpk 

^BS^eyMion; >and'I'W0uId have trusted to the gem^Evtl* eha- 

«sct^r%f tny ti«w^)apcT/ to have eonvineed^he sprirfle, thaM 

'^^if(«is not Ukely to becdme lihe 6nc, «r capable of 'assoeiat{% 

lafiyself with the other. 'Something else^than the andeserv^ 

^sibtrse 5f tny eotitempordries was wanting, to indnee n^e to 

l»eak the charm which bonnd me to secrecy. 'That some^ 

things I regret to say, lias been applied, and that charm^ 

^'vriuclf'bottnd^iietofieereey, is broken, by the very hanid which 

• origliiaHy formed it. It Is a painful' task I have imposed 

fipout myself; foot I feel I owe it to the public, from xvlKHn* I 

•derive a ibwral competency, — I feel I owe it tomyrfiafaoter 

oandi«putBtdaD,;as;a man oi* intimity, and ^^arman pretend- 

<>iiigi2to somejdisiiemmf iit,'^^to prove that I bave-ito/ been im- 

ifSDacd vpon; :and that 1 have itolpttblished^ <wilRdiy €»rin« 

.^ tenfciomiMy (what hasten iiincepponoTinced to be)*«^a iotf^eA 

oioconkent. 

Di ^^l^tfaeiragoiar Readers of' 2%eiVlm;^, his unnecessary 
-itiDexpArftfate onithe aithusiasm ifrith which I have atdvocatod, 

•My brethren were however by no m^ns Qparing^ of nje mi^hisrpc- 
casion. I was like the wounded deer, almost run down by the herd. Cue 
"^^ Was "amazed at toy stupidity; another was astonished at mygullibilitx; 
->^«ud »^ir4l kliidijF promiMd om the pillory far my. p*tntv^£<N^ . 


VI 

what I sball always advocate and considei'as a sacied and jwf 
cause*— the cause of her Royal Highness the Princess of 

- Wales. 

<' On the 14th of February^ I published her Royal High-' 
ness's letter to the Prince Regent^ with suph observations 
upon it as appeared to me to be just and proper. The next 

. day, Monday, I received, through the medium of Mr. Parish^ 
Stationer, No. 159, Strand, two letters, of which the fed- 

. lowing are authentic copies. The originals are in my pos- 
session : — ^See Appendix Nos. I. and II. 

^'It is here necessary to observe, that both these letters are 
in the hand-writing of the same perspn — Lady Viscount Per- 

. ceval. This remark is necessary, to explain some of the sub- 
sequent occurrences, and is not intended to convey the slight- 
est reflection on Lady Perceval, who, I was informed, had 
authority from Lady Anne Hamilton to make use of her 
name in every thing which concerned the Prince^ss of Wales. 

. — ^The next letter from Lady Perceval I received the week 
following, and is also in her ladyship's hand -writing : — See 
Appendix No. III. 

^^ Enthusiastic as I was, and ever shall be, in the jTu^/ cause 
of her Royal Highness the Princess of Wales, I cannot denjr 
that I experienced considerable gratification from the receipt 
of these letters; more especially knowing, as I did^ the 

. intimacy which prevailed between the noble writer, and the 
illustrious lady whom I was endeavouring to defend. It was 
not, however, until the 15th of March, after seeing seveial 
communications from Montague-house to different news-"^ 
papers. The Pilot, &c. &c. that I presumed respectfully to 
put in my claim to such, authentic information from that 
quarter as might gratify the public interest, and enaUe me in 
a better manper to fight for that cause under which I had with 
so much zeal enlisted. On that day I addressed the following 

letter to Lady Anne Hamilton*, and delivered it,my^e(jf, 

III A I .11 •' • 

• ta poiut ot fact I uev€r should have thought of addressing Lady 


vn 

ftt 'her ladysliip's house, No. 4, Manchester-street, Man- 
chester-square : — See Appendix, No. IV. 

*' I now arrive at the interesting part of my narrative— at 
that part in which I introduce my principal character. On 
Sunday, the 21st of March, I was called down from some 
friends, With whom I was sitting, to speak to a gentleman 
who sent up his card, ^ Mr. John Mitford.' On, my entering 
iotp the room in which this gentleman had been shewn, he 
co:nmenced the conversation by saying, he had learned that I 
had written a letter to Lady Anpe Hamilton ; which I ad- 
mitted : and we proceeded to remark on the peculiar situation 
of hfer Boyal Highness the Princess of Wales; who, he said, 
h>id condescended to express herself much pleased at n)y zealous 
exertions in her cause. After conversing with me for some 
ti^e, with a view, as 1 thought, to souiid me, he said he was 
intrusted with a letter to me from Lady Anne Hamilton, • 
which letter he delivered to me, and the following is an ac- 
curate copy. The original is in my possession* :— See Ap* 
pendix No.. V. 

^^ I must here remark, that this letter, although written 
in the name of Lady Anne Hamilton, and in answer to one 
Iliad addressed to that lady, is in the hand-writing qf'Lady 
Viscountess Perceval. The reason of this 1 have explained 
above. After Mr. Mitf<»rd had delivered to me this letter, 
wliich he announced as his credentials, he proceeded to say, 
tljiat in the course of the week I should be favoured with some . 

> m^ i I ■ ' I , ■ .N . III! I I I I .11. L_— , ■ 

Ani)^ Hamilton, or any other lady, Qn tfcita 8ubjeQ^ hiid lfiotfe«eivej[i the. 
letters, Kos. 1. 11. and III. They were caUed on Mitfofd's Trial mere 
onfkrst fox my paper ; but are newspaper orders froni persons of such rank, 
M Lftdies Perceval and Hamilton, in g:eneral couched in such flattering * 
teniis «a these are? I understood them m indirect lavltatiotis tor met©. 
make an offer of ijoy sjsryices, and I do not think I shall Ji^^Autgfdmt^.. 
vanity in having put that interpretation on them.— jp^iA ; ^ , ^. ^^ . y^ 

• This letter was on the late Trial shewn to Lady Anne Hamilton, 
Wtio l^oditively denied ihe had given authority to LaVly Perceval^ to writiB^ 
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documeAU.c>r^fftt^ia^portilPce,^vKcb'were itttendedionpiib^ 
licatioD^ OD the part .(tff bier: Boyal Higbims^ha Rrineesszof 
Wale;»; and he proDaisai I should: see hincni tfa«t subject 
the day foUpwIog. H^ did not, hawerer^ come, until 'Wed^i- 
nesday^ , March 24, when he expressed some, stttpiise, that ^a. 
packetr(wbich'besaid had left.Blackhcath about the- ti^e lie 
had) had.not anrnred at ipor.boii$^« Thi^ .pnoket .he stated td . 
contain two lett^s o|;ioi|ii9Vtance^ which the Princess wished 
to b^ pub}ished« H^. reinaiiied with me from about, six 
o'xl^ct in the ^ureniog until past .one o'cloek. on the Tlivrsday 
morning^; and in the mean, time wrote several paKigraphs- 
upcma.varietf of subjects, connected mik the. case of her 
Royal Highness, all of! which are now. in my. possession. In 
the conise of the time he remained with me, he frequently 
eipressed much smprise att the iwH^arrival of the pftcket> 
aod prenused thai eailyondte next morning I shoidd hear 
f MOD him on thai subject ; for wfaioh puipose^he wonld break.* 
fa%t^with me at tea o'elocfc. Instead of caUingat the hoar 
appointed, about noon on the Thursday, I receiFedffom him 
tbefdUovi^i^ letter T^-rt&e-wdri;}^^ 

^^ Thetneai day» Eridajs^ March 26, Mn Mltford: came- 
abovt^fouro'clfKsk to>myhtaBe, accomfpanied byMr« l^eofa*- ^ 
leyf > a.rdatcreof Lady^Beroeval^ and delivered to me for pub* 
lic^^tiaB a statement of ;two oocuirenoes whick had taken plaoe » 
at Afes«tagiae^ho«9eon(that)nioaiing« lliefollowiAg is.a cor-^ 
reel copy of.the^ paper >faegave tame^ now in my p08sedSion> 
all in the hand^writing of ' Lady Ptscountess^ Perc^aL - 
The day afterward^ Mr, Mitfard.infiHrmedine^ in tl^ ppps^noe 
pf Mr« %)eechley^ that: this, statement was :oopied'byLad^? 

• This young map is, I)iave since learned, not a relative of L^dy Pey- . 
ceyal, but the nepbew of a^ woman wbo^ has lived many years ia her la4^- 
fhip's family, and wbft was h?r nursq* On the .T.rial, .Lady Perceval de- . 
nicd having sent any articles, particuUjrly tp Ths iVpiM, for insertion,; ^n4 
yet Speechley, mojre than once, accompanied ^Ufotd to m> house» aai)« it . 
U natural to suppose, with tht knowledge of Lady rerceyal,,wit]^ wh9j;njbie. . 
isonstantly resided.— £<fj^ 


J? 

Perceval^ from a -letter id the band-writing pf- hof Royat 
Highness, addressed to her ladyship. See Appendix^ No. VIL 

^* Mr. Mitford requested me to write some remarks on 
these two occurrences, and froip the same authority, he de- 
sired I would publish the particulars of * the New Secret In^ 
^ quiryi and the circumstance of the offer of 20,0p0/, being 
^fOsAe to Captain Manby, which 1 published in The New»y of 
jSunday, March 2S. Mr. Mitford came again to my housp 
on the Saturday, March 27, and having read my manuscript 
obsencations.on the two occurrences, he expressed his eniiT^ 
approbation of them. Learning from me, that he might 
have a proof-sheet of the next day's paper as early as seven 
o'clock on that evening, he said he should call to see it^ 
and about eight o'clock he returned, accompanied by Mr. 
-Speechley^ when he read over what I had written, og the 
^ New Inquiry,^ on the offiar made to Captain Manby, anil 
on the two occurrences relative to the two-penny post letters, 
and the delivery of the Dudiess of Brunswick's JVill ; which 
had on ihft day before taken place at Montague-house. Of 
all he was pleased to express his great approbation ; observ- 
ing (in Mr. Speechiey's presence), that he had no doubt 
they would a^ord much pleasure at Blackheath^. 

^^ On the following Monday, March 29, Mr. Mitford 
again called i he spoke in the warmest terms of the satisfac- 
tion The Nenfi of the preceding day had given at Black- 
heath, and said, he expected a packet to arrive at my house, 
Jbetween* the hours of four and six, addressed to himself* 
This packet, he said, was to contain the letters which passed 
between her Royal Highness the Princess Charlotte of Wales, 
and her Royal Father, respecting the visit of the former to 
«her illustrious mother. These letters, Mr. Mitford informed 
me, were to be published in The News of the ensuing Smx^ 
■■ ■ ■ - - - ■■ . >. 

• # By " Black^eatb/* I always understood Mitford to mean Lady Per* 
oeyiff/ whose reftidboceut in Dartmoutli-row, Blackheath. — Edit» 
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nay. During the time lie remained with me, and whilst 
waiting for the arrival of the packet alluded to, he wrote, in 
my presence, a letter to Mr. Walter, of The Times office,, 
authenticating the intelligence in "The News, of the preced- 
ing day, respecting the two-penny post letters, — ^the Duchess 
of Prunswick's Will, — Captain Manby, — ^and the New In- 
quiry: — infoTming him it tvould oblige her Royal Highness 
the Princess of Wales, if he would, in The Times, take some 
potice of these circumstances, which were all correct. After 
remaining some time, waiting with much anxiety for the 
packet he had spoken of, he went away, first writing and de*- 
livering to me, open, the following letter*, to be given to the 
servant, who was expected to bring it: — Sec jlppendix^ 
No. VIII. 

*' It is here necessary to remark, that on my shewing 
this letter to Lady Anne Hamilton, to whom it is addressed^ 
on Sunday last. Lady Anne assured me she never saw, Mr, 
Mitford! I have no reason to doubt the word of her lady- 

rship. The candour which I experienced from her, in a long 
audience with which she honoured me on that day^ convinces 
me I may implicitly rely on every word she uttered f. Her 
ladyship, however, at the same time referred to what she 

. had before Informed me respecting the carte blanche, which 
liady Perceval possessed, of using her name, and expressed 
no other sentiment than surprise, at the familiar manner in 

. which this note was couched. 

^* I now arrive at another interesting epoch of this curious 
business, to which I request my readers' particular attention. 

* Some use was endeavourt:d to be ii)A(i« of this letter agaiiist 

Mitford, on the Trial, as having addressed a letter to a lady, who swore 

-she knew nothing of hi»). But it was proved from her own letters, that 

, *i^dy Perceval desired him occasi«»iia]!y to^rite to her under the cover of 

X^dy Anne Hamilton's name. — Edit, t 

•f> Her ladyship has, however, since uodceeived mc as tn this cpnr|b« , 
tioii I fot^on the :i>i»l bor oajh ^!»<l.qi\P^ fs %% t^« ,c|rcum5tfpces wjj^i^ 
]^ii9ted at thi« intenieTri ^ere directly opposed to each q/^x.-^E4\%\ 


Od Mr. M itford leaving me on tbe Monday evening, Marclx 
29, he promised to return early on the following momingt 
At some inconvenience to my private concerns, 1 waited at 
home for him the whole of Tuesday, — he never came near 
ine; — the same on Wednesday ; — still he absented himself. 
On the evening of that day, weary of giving up my time to 
a man who appeared so inattentive to the business intrusted 
%o him, I addressed a letter to < John Mitford, Esq. at Vis-* 
countess Perceval's, Curzon-street, Mayfair;' and, consist- 
ent with my idea of the delicacy proper on such an occasion^ 
I delivered it myself at her ladyship's house, to a servant^ 
who said Mr. Mitford was not there, but that he should 
quickly be in possession of it. Of this lettei; I preserved ng 
popy, but as far as my recollection carries me, it Wls writtei^ 
|n rather an angry manner, at his suffering me to remain so long 
in a state of anxious expectation ; and it concluded by re» 
questing to let me see him as soon as possible, on account 
9f the advanced state of the week. I naturally expected tQ 
bear from him on the following day; but having waited wiUi- 
Vut effect until seven o'clock, I left home for the purpose of 
passing the evening in Greek-street, Soho. In the interior 
he called at my house about ten o'clock, and having learned 
where I was, he came to me, and between ten and eleven { 
was called from my friends by a servant, and introduced to 
the long-expected Mr. Mitford. He commenced by apolo- 
gizing for his apparent inattention, and then produced a 
paper, which contained the letters I publisl^ed in The New$ 
of last Sunday : these letters I again publish this day, and X 
leave it to the public ta decide, from what I have already 
atated, and shall further state, whether they are or are nbi 
genuine; and whether, coming from the respectable source 
they did, I could or ought to have entertained any suspicion 
of their being fabricated documents. Ir is certainly not in 
my power to prove their authenticity, nor have I seen th^ 
lOrigmalfl ; and if I hadj I.ahould not stand Mter im to pcoQi^ 


Mi 

not evexi knowing thie lianA- writing of the noble lords whose 
conespondence they purport to be. But, if they are forge- 
Hes, it is easy for the noble lords to declare them such> and 
(he silence of these noble lords respecting this correspondence 
is well worthy of remark and consideration. This, however, 
1 boldly aver : I received these documents from Mr. John 
Mitfbrd, from the same person who, on Sunday the 21st of • 
March, called and delivered to me a letter in answer to one t 
had written to Lady Anne Hamilton, a circumstance knowii 
bnly to Lady Anne and myself, unless, as I presume, and 1 
conSdelitly appeal to her ladyship to contradict it, if I am in 
an ierror — she sent my letter to Lady Viscountess Perceval 
for consideration and for reply. At any rate, I am able to 
prove the answer this gentletoiato brought toe is in the hand- 
Ivriting of Lady Perceval. I therefore repeat, I received 
these documents from hifii, frdto the same person who, on 
Ipriday the 26th of March, brought toe the Statement of tw6 
occurrences which had that morning taken place at Montaglie- 
touse, respecting the receipt of two two-penny post ktters, 
and the disrespectful delivery of the will of the Tale Duchess 
of JBrunswict ; a statement now in my possession^ arid whicfc 
1 am able to prove is all in tlie hand-writing of Lady Vis- 
countess Perceval. Thiis did I come into possession of these 
fetters which have been pronounced forgeries ; but which i 
inuist, until contradicted l)y one of 'the noble lords, belie e 
^io be, with the exception of some verbal inaccutacierf, 
strictly genuine'*^ 

*' On delivering to' me these letters, Mr. Mitford stateS 
that he was directed by the Princess of Wales, to give them 
lo nie for the purpose of publication t> arid that ihey "Were ta 

w r'-' "■ ' ■ ' ■■■■ " ■■>. I I ' ,. . ■ ■ . ■■ . .1 ■■» 

• Such undout>tedly wsa ttiy conviction at ttie tliAe I Wi-ole this aiHtl*, 

aftd it was a g^ood deal sti^ngtben'-d by the forbearance of tb'a iloUemen ip 

question, in not bringing: me wp to the bar of the House of Lords. I nee.4 

Bot add, my opinion on this subject is now reversed. — Edit. 

* \.6ti flSte^iftl'I l^kViiiarply qtfegtiunti by^.¥lult,'as t* ttfc'ffujNiir 


iiii 

appear in The Netvs of the Sunday fallowrng. I himcnted llie 
idvanced state of the week ; observing, that it afibrded me d 
very srrtali scopfe of time for previously iirformmg the^puWic^ 
that I was about to publish such important documents. Td 
this he replied, that I should print hand-biUs, &c. 8cc. whicli 
I agreed to do. He staid wkh me nearly an hour; and' in 
the course of conversation^ took Occasion to repeat the very 
tevourable commendations the Prmcess of Wales had been 
pleased to bestow upon my exertions in her behalf ; and to 
cotiflrmliis words, he took from his pocket a letter, which h6 
informed me was written by hfer Royal Highness the Prince^it 
T)f Wales, and presented It to me to read ^. Having related 
tne to in^ke some remarkis on thedocumehb he It^ft ivH:h me^ 
he took his leave, promising to call the next day, when M 
said he should be able to bring me the last letter of Loird 

.- ■ I • .■■■ r ;• »., . ,■ 

pn which 1 made the aboVe asB<ertion, — it being deesMd by bim incompaEtj[- 
ble with Mitfurd's oath> that he had received tl>ese iettersr from Lady Per- 
ceval ; and vrith my evidente to the same e^ect. Mr. B^itford certainly 
didonce inform tne, that he rteceived rf^/'ecft*on»fromtbePHnces«of Wati 
to ^ve nke the fotg^d letters for pubtication ; but bealwayi said, that hfe 
had them iVom the hands of Lady Perceval, with similar orders. I tbefi 
deemed his information, as to the Princess, an embelUskment of an actiti^ 
fact ; and tbe circumstance of his oath not con'6rming it, makes me stiti 
'iopiMse it sO.— Eiiiff. - . : 

• Pora eopy of this tetter see uippcHdim^ No. IX. As to^ autlKcntt^ 
.oity, I have, had several opinions. Her Royal Highness's Vice Chamber- 
lain, Mr. St. Le^er, at once pronounced it a forgery. Lady A.nne Hamil- 
ioi\'s opinion 'of it I have given in my evidence on the Trial. One remark- 
able circainilancte which attends this letter, tnay produce convtetioh ife 
the tuin4s of many, that it is a genuine ^odu^ion.-^I shall tbenelboe 
mention it. Her Royal Highness generally signs C. P. in the manner of fa 
cypher or anagram, the two letters in one. The signature to this noteis 
Slot so — the' letters are ^separate, C P. Now a person intending to forge 
the harfd-^iting Of another wonW, it -is probable tit least, ende«iVour tte 
copy such a peculiarity as that h^fe naeisied. The outward signs t»f imita- 
tion) Itiir natntalto suppose would, at leasts appeijir in a kftgkry, Wkether 
€fr not it be a forgery, it does not, in the least, impeach Mr. Mitford's cre- 
dibility ; for he always asserted, that the letter was giveq to him by lA^y 


Livapoolj wKich had not arrived when be left Blackheafh 
that morning, but the contents of which they knew. Ite 
returned to me on the Friday, April 2, according to his prO'^ 
mise, and having read the observations I had written on the 
documents, he expressed a great inclination that I would 
suflfer him to take them to Blackheath, promising to return 
them to me the same evening* This I agreed to. He 
then expressed a wish to have the manuscript he had given 
me returned to him that he might make such corrections as 
it required, having before told me that he copied it in the 
presence of the Princess of Wales ; but that ** her Royal 
Highness talking to him during the time, confused him, an<)^ 
he was fearful there might be a verbal error or two in it." I 
gave him bis manuscript, which he almost immediately re* 
turned into my hands, saying, •' I must not deprive you of. 
thiSf for you mil want it to print by during my absence.*^ 
Having, however, informed him, that I had taken a fair and 
correct copy, he again took it, and put it, with my manu- 
script remarks, in his pocket. — Before he left me, I asked 
whether I was taking too great a liberty in requesting of him 
to give me the note he had shewn me the evening before 
from her Royal Highness the Princess of Wales, observing, 
that it would afibrd me considerable gratification to be in 
possession of a letter in which my humble exertions were 
noticed by so illustrious an individual ? he gave it me imnie- 
diately. We then parted ; Mr. Mitford repeating his promise 
of returning in the evening with my manuscript remarks, a 
corrected copy of the document, and the last letter of Lord 
Liverpool. As I did not see this gentleman again until Sun- 
day last, when I met him coming out of Lady PercevaVs 
house y in Dartmouth Row y Blackheath, I must here make 
a few observations on this his last visit to me/' 

I lay claim to no other discernment in distinguishing a 
rogue from an honest man, than that wi)ich an active life and 
abme knowle(Ige of the world of necessity confer on every one. 


"The conduct of Mr. Mitford in concealing himself, and iij 
tamely submitting to be called opprobrious names, stamp no 
credit upon his character. Still I acquit, wholly acquit him 
of any premeditated design in taking the two manuscripts with 
him on Friday, as I have described. I am sure that had I 
expressed the smallest objection to his having either of them, 
he would directly have admitted it. In point of fact, I rather 
^ve them him than he took them. Besides, if he then en- 
tertained an idea either of imposing upon me, or afterwards of 
disavowing me, why give me the Princess of Wales's letter, 
in which I was so honourably mentioned } why provide me 
with this weapon ? her Royal Highnesses letter was not neces- 
sary to make me confide in him more than I did. Why, I 
repeat, then give me such an important document, if he meant 
to rob me of my own manuscript, and never see me again ? 
1 knew him as the man, who had brought me important in- 
formation — information which I had published^ and which, 
if not correct^ I knew myself amenable to the law for having 
so done. I knew him as the man who had brought me in- 
formation in the hand-writing of Lady Perceval; information 
which, in the presence of a friend of mine, Mr. Speechley 
stated to be copied by her ladyship, from a letter in the hand- 
writing of the Princess of Wales. What reason, therefore^ 
had I to mistrust him, and what reason had he to give me a 
letter as from her Royal Highness, if he then intended to de- 
ceive me ?— ^I now resume my narrative. 

*^ Having waited with anxiety the return of Mitford the 
whole of Friday night, and great part of Saturday, 1 imagined 
some accident had befallen him. He had left me with strict 
orders to publish the documents^ and he knew that I had an 
authentic copy of them. I therefore conceived I was right 
in proceeding, more especially as I was in some degree 
pledged to the public ; having, by Mr. Mitford's directions, 
issued hand-bills^ advertisements, &c* &c, Stil^ two words 


ftom him would have stopped me,-Hi consideratiDn whick 
much influenced' me in publishing them* I, therefore, as 
well as I was able, from recollection, re-wrote the remarks 
Mr. Mitford had, on tfie previous day, taken away with him, 
and submitted the whole to the public in The Newf of Sun- 
Say last *. Deeming it however respectful to Lacjy Perceval, 
that she should be informed of the hasty manner in whicl> 
Mr. Mijtford's extraordinary conduct had compelled me to 
write my remarks on the important docum.cnts.1 published, I 
wrote her Ladyship the following letter, which was delivered 
at Perceval Lodge^ Blackheath, with a newspaper, about 
eight o'clock last Sunday morning : — See ^ppendix,J^o. X, 
*' In consequence of this letter, I wa;s, about 12 o'clock last 
Sunday morning, waited upon by Mr. Speechley, the gen- 
tleman who had twice accompanied Mr. Mitford to my house. 
He said he came from Lady Perceval, that she knew nothing 
of the letters, apd that she fefired there was some mistake. 
This surprised me, and I determined to wait on Lady Anne 
Hamilton. On sending up my card, I was immediately ad- 
mitted, and my first question was — ^^ Whether her ladyship 
believed the letters authentic ?" — She replied, she knew no- 
thing of them. I then entered into an explanation of all 
that had passed between Mr^ Mitford and myself, on which 
lier ladyship sa^d^ ^^ She never . saw Mr, Mitford ; but be^' 
lieved him to be a distant relative of Lady^Pcrceval, and that 
if I was sure I received them froth:' Mat' (Mr. Mitford) y 
she saw nothing on the face of the Utters^ which gave her^ 

:• Jb|8 extraor/liiiary qonduf^t of Mr. Mitfqr^ occasianed all Xhfi svh^^ 
fieiment occurrences r^pepting these letters. It was, 1 really believe, ** a 
miitake" that the letters were pablished on tht day they were. The plot » 
lAetiy was liot properly prepared; the agent then, was nut pnopefly'dMKt 
JllfMied af at the Tic^r'cU^d, At X«ea ; ox at. Motlier Hardcjvitle*s, ^i W/aoU 
;|rUih, .^ originally inteuded. In aqotfher yjpel^- alj these^mijior ?^l5^n^e-^^ 
oients might h^ve been made ; and the. Editor of The News left to^hunt 
'his quondam acciuatntance, Mitford, without efiect, tbrougii all the nta^ 
V>uiseAinthe.kingdom.-^£rfiY. ' r ' I • ! 
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reason to doubt their authenticity. That h^r naine beib|f- 
to one of them, a little surprised her, as it was the usual etp^ 
quette to affix the signature of the lady in waiting to all 
sucfa^ documents, and that Lady Charlotte Lyndsay was then 
in waiting. But still refeiring to the carte blanche she had 
giren Lady Perceval as to using her name, she was urabte 
decisively to pronounce them forgeries. — On the whole, I 
quitted her ladyship with my mind much relieved from the 
idea of having imposed a spurious statement oh the public*. 
On my return home, Hound Lady Perceval had sent .a servant 
from Blackfaeath, express, with the following letter, in bet 
ladyship's hand* writing :--^ee appendix, No. XI. 

I must, at present f decline entering into any particular* 
of my long interview with Lady Viscountess Perceval f* 
SudBnfe it to say,' she declared she knew nothing of the let-, 
ters ; that Mr. Mitlbrd was subject to fits of insanity, in one 
ei which she supposed he had given me them, and that sbt 
hoped I would contradict them, and declare themforgeriesm 
I had met Mx. Mitford on my entrance into the house, but 
be ran from me. I left her ladyship in a state of mind that 
convinced me some person's reputation was to be sacrificed t } 
but liaving directly on my arrival in town disclosed the whole 
to a confidential friend, with a view of taking advice what step* 
I should pursue, I wrote the following letter to her ladysh^^ 


• Jt is proper here t^ remarl?, that on the Trial, Lady Aiine Hamiitoa 
louiidly deni«ii every word of th e statement here made, I may observe, in 
defence of tny^veracitjr> that I wrote the above aedount and published it 
H» 4ay» only after the interview took pUice. lady Aniie Hamilton knew 
at the time, that I h^d made such a statement, and yet she then contra-. 
£cted but one part of it, ttat respecting^ the carte blqnch^. On the Trial, 
Iwwever, she denied it H toto.^'Edit. 

t The particulars ol this interview ire however very fully explained 
»• n^ evidence on the Trial.-<.fcif£f. 

X How comet I was in this presentiment th« Trial will abundantly 
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'!fAAAi, bfee ^ H it^,. I delirered iSmt nitht at FcM«ii4 
Lo4^e :— See Appendix, No. XII* 

Here ends my part in this mysterioiis affiur. I haw 
li&d applications made to me during the week from Lady 
Feteeval^ to induce me to withhold what I now puUish ; imt 
I have uniformly rejected tbem» I, therefore, with conf* 
dence^ throw myself on the public^ to jviigt between lom 
and tho^ who have employed, me. I call on Mr. Jolm Mit* 
ford to conie forward, and avow the part he haa had in thia 
transaction. If the documents I published last Sunday, and 
vhich I re-publish this day, are forgeries, who gave hiiQ 
those forgeries? come forward I again 9ay, Mr. Mitfbrd^ in m 
Siatily manner, and reply to my questioos. 
. I now conclude my narrative. Every circunrntanea noi 
ttricily witlrin the line of my justification, I have withheld^ 
and it remains for the same power which has calkd forth, this 
my defence, to draw them ftoni thetr ipreaent slate of dark^ 

^« T.A.PHffPB.'* 
. ''Nem' Office^ jSry^f-ttroet.*' 


The above is a verbatim Copy of the explanation I gave 
to the public, the Sunday after 1 inserted the forged letters, 
in lyieNew^; an explanation which Lady Perceval al that 
time took so much pains to prevent appearing. &i eonse*' 
quencfe of it, I was the same week assailed from various quarters* 
Lady Anne Hamilton published a statement, denying that «hCf 
ever said that liady Perceval had received a carte blanche from 
her to use her name. Lady Perceval also cpenedi but^^vM a 
rmsked battery. She put Mr. Holt, the barrister, in fropt; 
and he (I must suppose by her authority), published the Wo 


loUowinff letters itt the MomiDg Chronide :-^ee Jppendik, 
Ko. XIII. and XIV. 

riow Mr* Holt^ with all his special pleading, can reconeik 
tiiese letters with the evidence he produced on the late Trials 
laoi at a loss to conceive. In both of them he asserts^ that 
Mitford was a tunaiic at the time he gave me the forged let* 
ten^ and he brings a mad-house keeper of the name of War* 
burton to my house to corroborate his assertion. For some 
veason or another^ however^ this ground was abandoned on 
Mitford*s triat. No attempt was then made to make him in* 
anne,— 'no Warburton was then called to prove it, Mr. Holf^ 
vdio could in April 1813^ so readily give it under his own 
band, that Mr. Mitford's '^ unfortunate situation was such 
as to divest him of all responsibility for his own actions^*' 
bk February 1814, heVer once touches on that point : — ^was it 
not tenable, Mr. Holt ? surely, sir, before you had put your 
hand and seal to such an assertion, you should have had the 
tiest, the very best of medical testimony to have supported 
you- in it. The zeal, ** without knowledge,'' with which this 
^* legal counsel" took the part of his noble client, was at 
that time evidently productive of much tnjui^ to her. Un-' 
qualified and bold assertions, when not founded in fact, arr 
fatal to the party making use of them in a disputed case. 

In the letter (No. XIV.) Mr. Holt had the daring folly, 
to assert, that 0U Jbe papers, ^* said to be iu my posses-^ 
fion by meens of Mr. Mitford,*' were forgeries; and thii 
he scrupled not to say, before he had seen one of them. This 
W0s. improving on his ^ployer with a vengeance. Her lady- 
sb^pb when I told her on Sunday, April the 4th (as appears 
in my evidence), *^ that I had other papers and letters in my 
possession given me by Mr. Mitford, some of which I had 
Tcason to suppose were in her hand- writing;" — without asking 
to,see them, at once informed me they wereidl forgeries. Mr. 
Ho)t/ however goes further. He publishes. the assertion to 
tne world, and thereby shews himself either the assertor of 


f direct'fals^hood, or a v^ry careless seircber aft^r th^ tn^fr; 
Lady Anne Hamilton and Mr. Holt were however not.dn 
oiily pecsoiis who iioliced my first appeal to the public. It 
iKmsed Mr. Mitford, and J believe awakened in him a proper 
sense of die unmanly, dishonourable line of conduet he had^ 
in a moment of weakness, consented to pursue. On the en* 
suioj? Thursday, the 14th of April, I reoeived from him. the 
ffAlomag le.tter : — See Appendix^ No. XV* 

The receipt of this letter gave me some hopes, that Mr* 
Mitford began to feel what he owed to hia own characteiv^ 
to fpe, and tp the public. I did not, however, see him until 
the next Monday, when he called at my house. I was front 
home> and.be ^ent me the following letter : — See AppeaHXf 
N.O.XVL 

I should here observe, that the last time I had seen thia 
gentleman was, when he ran from me. at Perceval Lodgcf, on 
Sunday, April 4th. Fifteen days had therefore elapsed 
since the publication of the forged letters. — ^Fiftt^n days, as 
he has described them to me, — of threatemngs, of entreaties, 
and of continual persecutions*. Of Mr. Mitford's conduct' 
I would wish to speak tenderly; because, though slow in. 

* I have reason tu know, that during these fifteen days much bayoc 
was niAde by burning a considerable quantity of Lady Pcrcevars letters to 
Mr. Mttford. Such was the influence she retained over the mind of this 
infotuated man, that he was prevailed npon in that period to destroy every 
letter of hers, which could be louitd at his lodgings in C^awford^ttreet* 
Thus making himself the instrument, as far as lay in his powef,of bis own 
destruction. Providentially, however, both for himself and me, the letters I 
insert in the ^ppendrx were not at bis k>dgings in Craw^rd-strect; but' 
had, from time to time, been emptied from bia pocket», and thrown one- 
lessly into a drawer, at the bouse of a relation at Little ,CKelsea> wbere ht * 
sometimes slept ; and where they lay neglected and forgotten. This ac«. 
counts for the comparative meagreness of my selection. Had all the letters 
from Lady Perceval to Mr. Mitford been preserved, instead of a pampbkt ' 
I; most have put forth a thick quarto ; for her ladyship poiieMed, during' 
hqr conaectioa with him, more of the \* cactihta teriktttM* tkaa X be^. 
fi«ve.ever before fell to the lot of oua, woniau.-~£<flU. . . ; « 


^{>erfermiiig; he irilliufttely acted as became a maii Of hofiolir 
«nd integrity. An idea of the* life he underwent in this pe- 
riod may be collected from tiie eTidences of Messrs. Fer^ 
ceval^: Speechley, and Hardeastle^ on the late trial. As soiM 
excuse forliis delay in.giving the explanation he owed to'me^ 
I should mention^ that for a long time prerious^ Lady Per* 
ceval had buoyed hkn xip with hqpes of procuring Mni aom€ 
place, as a reward for^his services in the newspaper business 
she employed him in. He had therefore been accustomed 
to consider her as a kind of patroness^--^ the person who had 
•Dgaged to provide for himself and bis family. Independent 
of these considerations, he had, notwithstanding her late treat- 
ment of him, a personal regard for her ladyship, the eJBRect, it 
is probable, of a long and intimate connection^ I mean not 
here to insinuate aught against the moral character of Lady 
Perceval. I simply mention the fact, that in his first inter- 
Views with me, after the pubUcation of the forged letters, his 
remarks on her ladyship's behaviour towards him partook mor^ 
of the wrathful ebullitions of disappointed affection, than of 
indignant resentment at the line of conduct, he said, she had 
prescribed for him. I have digressed thus far in justice to 
Mr. Mitford, purposely to excuse his delaying to do that 
which every man of principle would have perfornjed immedi- 
ately it was in his power. 1 now resume my narrative, ^fhe 
moment I saw him I demanded an explanation of his con- 
duct. Almost my first words were, " Mitford, are you what 
you always represented yourself to me to be, or are you an 
impostor ?" He disavowed, with indignation, the latter term; 
and. offered the next day to put into my hands certain letter* 
ffom Lady Perceval, addressed to him as proofs that he was 
het authorized agent, and that in every tiling he had done he 
hfidacted by her desire and directions. I accepted his offer, 
a^pompanie^dhim to Little- Chelsea, where hie said the letters 
wei>e^ a»A reeei'Ted from his hands those which I insert in 
the Appendix. Fe^ as they are, they affbrd abundant proof 
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^ life orighi 4f(%ht ttrte <lif cussion of the Aflktn of her Roydt 
HfghiiesB the Piriiticess of Wales. These letters prove, beyond 
the possibility 4tf a doubt, that Lady Perceval and her agent 
Mitford raiaed the whole storm. In the progress of theit 
prahewariky undertaking, they were joined by many wdl- 
meaning j|)Qisons, M^o had no idea <jf the latent spring which 
MOfed t&e entire niachine. Amongst these I followed at a 
humble dist^npe. In this proceeding I acknowledge I was not 
without blanie. I suffered the warmth of my feelings to over- 
eomc my judgment, and gave a too hasty conlBdehce to per* 
aoDS whose rank in h'fe formed their only title to credit* My 
ptmtsfameut has been— one Chancery suit, an action com- 
laenccd; against me at the Middlesex Quarter Sessions, ahii 
hiro suits at law in the Court of King's Bench, one of which 
is DoMr. depending. My ambition of connecting myself with 
persons, in the elevated walks of life was never very great ; 
I f berefone trust, that four la^-suhs in eight months will 
ledttce it within proper bounds*. 

T. A. PHIPPS. 


* I have omitted here to mention, that influenced by the same spirit 
nlhieh induced Mr. Mttford to put into my possession the letters here al- 
ludeil to, be votuntarilif oflrred, on Lady Perceval filini; a brll against me^ 
to make the affidavit wbieb. furnied the (tound of the late indict mtut* 
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THE TRIAL, 

Sfc, 


COURT OF KING'S BENCH, 

Guildhall, Feb. 24, 1814. 

BEFORE LORD CHIEF JUSTICE ELLENBOROUGH. 

The King (on the Prosecution of Kiscount 
Perceval, and Bridget, his Wife) versus John 
MiTFORp, Esq. 

MR. W. RAY OPENED THE PLEADINGS. 

Gkntlemsn of the Jury^ 

THIS is an Indictment for Peijury^ against John 
Mitford, Esq. on the Prosecution of Lord and LadyPer^ 
ceval. The Indictment sets forth, that in the 53d Year of 
the King, a Conditional Rule of the Court of King's Bench 
vras granted, whereby it was ordered, that, on the Monday 
then next ensuing, Thomas Adderley Phipps should shew 
cause, why a Criminal Information should not be filed against 
him for a Libel. — And the Defendant, Mitford, intending 
to procure, by folse, wicked, and corrupt means, the said 
Rule to be discharged, went before Sir John Bayley, one of 
His Majesty's Justices of the Court' of King's Bench, and 

A 


( a ) 

did swear^ '*That, on or about the S 1st of March^ he was 
sent for by Lady Perceval, to Perceval Lodge, Blackheath ; 
when she stated, that she had letters of great consequence to 
publish ; and, that Mr. Phipps, the Editor of The News, 
appeared to her the most likely person to do them justice. — 
That the experiment was a dangerous one, but something 
should be done to give satisfaction to the Princess of Wales j 
by which Deponent understood, that these letters would 
compel them (Government) to give a greater establishment 
to the Princess of Wales. — ^Tliat Lady Perceval then shewed 
Deponent three letters, signed by the Lord Chancellor, the 
3Sarl of Liverpool, Lord Castleres^h, and Lady Ann Hamil* 
ton ; observing, that the spirit of John Bull was declining, 
or dying away, but that the said letters would make him 
clamorous. — That, when they were published, it would be 
necessary for Deponent to be out of the way, for a few days j 
and she had thoughts of him and his wife remaining at the 
Tiger's Head, at Lea j but, on reflection, that seemed to be 
too near Blackheath ; she had, therefore, settled, that they 
were to go to the mother of her friend, Hardcastle, at Wool-, 
wich : and she asked, whether, if the worst happened, he 
would consent to be cotifined at Whitmore House, meaning 
Dn Warburton's, at Hoxton j stating,* that it would be 
^2000 in his way. Deponent, not thinking the letters for- 
geries, expressed his surprise at Lady Perceval*s apprehen-r 
sions ; when she observed, that perhaps they might bring 
him to the b^r of the House, He, having copied the letters, 
hastened to town to find out Mr. Phipps, to get them pub- 
lished in his newspaper. — He had no apprehension that tbey 
were forgeries, although h^ thought her conduct eitraOT'* 
dinary/- The Indictment goes on to deny, that lielyPer-i 
ceval ever had any such letters, and that no such conferctice 
ever took place, To this the Defendant pleads, that'^% 
not guihy of the perjury thi^ alleged, 


( 3 ) 

Mr. Holt — MyLordy and Gentlemen of the Jury ^ 

My lesgrjaed JPriend having stilted tb^ natHre of thi$ 
ili^iNtmet]^, ^9d tbe |MrIacip^l points upoxi which the perjyry 
^.^s^jgoeijj aftd tlius put you in po^se^ioa of the matters of 
^ct y/ixxdx yw ;ire to try^ it is pow my duty to bring the 
<ca^e befpre you, in detaU, but wit|^ all tl>at brevity wbicb th^ 
Valuable time of the Court rcquirjes. 

Gentlemep, ^ Prosecutors of this lodictm^^nt are Loi^ 
,i^n.d Jliady Perceval ; his Jordship^ though pot imipediately 
^C4»n^ctefl with it, being introduced, in addition, ipoompUr 
aiM^e wit^ a necessary form* JLady Perceval is 9 woman of 
.the most eminent rax^k B^d of t^e mo^ jr|:epfc^f^hable worth. 
.§i>p 4<^es x^ cqme fprvi^d to solicit Hhe jiti^qt justice of th^ 
jCp^.ag^i^st the P^endant ; she dp^ not prosecute him 
.f^om aijiy particle pf revenge, from my feelipg of anger, 
l^Ht shfi ^9^9^ fprwfgrd to spt heins^lf right in a point of 
^qJvarftcter 5 tp which, ip comnaon ,witU all honouJ»ble poinds, 
,^ is mp^t sensibly alive* Th^ person prosecuted is Mr. 
,JKjl^t^d, wbo becaine acqufunted with I^ady P^rc^val, from 
>beari^g ijti^ name of a family which she intimately kn^w, 
.^and to which she ^as allv^d. fie took refuge ii} li^r /amiiy 
^^j^ he y^as discou^teiianced by his own relative ; ^nd her 
^^i|^;;l^ip, witfi tb^t af^is^ble goodness <^ h^art, }^hish s^xe is 
^j^wn to pp^s^s^, .eudeavpj:(r(^d to pu,t him in some ^itu^tiop 
[by wluc}i ^e j^iiight progm^; an honourable subsistence fqr 
hfm^lf find .bis .fjfimjly. Th^ ^public ^niinjd was, ^t this time, 
..ftgitated by.th^ ^ffa}rs of ap illustrious parsonage; and, ps 
,MSr M^fWjl oqcfisiqnally §a\v Lady Perceval at Gui's^on-i^tre^.t 
.ggd 3t jgl^ckhe?^<h, be l^a^, of course, ^^ pppprjunity pf 
, i^^r^ig h^jT opiniops on t^e ^ubj^ct. }n tl>e tnpi|th qf April 
Jfisfj somp letters relative to this topic were pi^blished in a 
Paper called The News. They purported to be signed by 
.^e^ Qp^le lords, on th^ one part, and by I^^ Ann^^ Uiftmil- 
.^ OQ ^h^ other. On the naprnlng pf the p^l^lic£|tion, the 
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Paper containing them^ accompanied by a letter, was seat to 
Lady Perceval^ at Blackheath. The letter informed her^ 
that these documents came into the proprietor's possessioDj 
through the medium of the Defendant. Lady Perceval 
knowing nothii^ about the fabrication of the letters^ but 
convinced that they were foigedi (as well from the nature of 
the subject, as from the circumstance of the name of the 
lady in waiting subscribed not being that of the person who 
was actually in attendance on the Princess of Wales), imme- 
diately sent a gentleman of the name of Speechley to Mr. 
Phipps, for the purpose of stating that they were forgeries ; 
and this gentleman was also the bearer of a letter, requiring 
Mr. Phipps to wait on Lady Perceval at Blackheath. She 
also dispatched her son, Mr. John James Perceval, for Mr. 
Mitford, with directions to bring him down to Perceval 
Lodge, that the parties might be confronted together, and 
that the forgery might be investigated. Notwithstanding 
this. Gentlemen, you will find, that the Defendant has 
charged Lady Perceval with forging these letters. He has 
sworn, that on or about the 31st of March, he received the 
documents from Lady Perceval, who expressed a desire that 
they should be published. But, you shall presently see how 
he acted on the morning of the publication. And here. Gen- 
tlemen, before I proceed farther, I wish to make a few re- 
marks on the evidence. Evidence must always be guided by 
the rules of possibility; and in no case can you demand 
more evidence than it is possible to give. Where, therefore, 
there are two parties connected with a fact, and one has 
sworn that he only did that which the other required of him^ 
we can have no direct evidence against th^ deposition, but 
the uncontradicted oath of the others leaving it tq you to 
-judge of the criminality, by the degree. Alf^^^^ibility due to 
the respective patties. ' / v V^v *^ 

Gentlemen, if this principle vci^jM^^ 
son of character, and virtue, iiiit iiiiji^|j||]n|j^^ hrnf 
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ever umtained his life^ howerer upright his lite, might he 
thrown at the feet^ might be left at the mercy of the most 
base and profligate individual in the community. In other 
.words. Gentlemen, you will, in deciding upon this case, look 
^o the tenor of the Defendant's conduct, and compare it with 
what be has alleged ; and U\ in addition to the solemn oath 
of Lady Perceval, which you shall this day have, you find a 
long train of circumstances in the conduct of Mr. Mitford, 
confirming Lady Perceval's statement, and not agreeing with 
any thing that would shew his story to be true, you will 
then have all the evidence which the case will admit, and it 
would be contrary to common sense if you refused to give it 
its proper weight and importance. 

Gentlemen, I have sftid, that on the day of publication, 
the paper containing the letters was sent to Lady Perceval ; 
that she stated them to be forgeries, and required Mr. Phipps 
to come to Blackheath. I have also told you, that she sent 
her son for Mr. Mitford, that she might confront theih toge? 
ther> she having learned from the letter which accompanied 
the paper, that the documents had come through the hands 
of the Defendant. In consequence of this proceeding, Mit- 
ford arrived at Blackheath about four o'clock on the Sunday 
evening, and was shewn into a room belonging to Mr. Per- 
ceval. Two gentlemen, Messrs. Hardcastle and Speechley, 
who shall be produced before you, were present. While the 
Defendant remained in the room. Lady Perceval entered, 
with the letter and paper she had received, in her hand — 
She put the letter into the hand of the Defendant, and said, 
** Good God! Mitford, what have you been doing?'* She 
gives him the letter, where Mr. Phipps accused Defendant 
with having givetii iim the forged documents, and he reads 
it ; he next reads the paragraphs in the paper, and then most 
solemnly protests that he knows nothing about the documents, 
that he never saw them before, that he never gave them to 
Phipps, adding ^^ D-mn the fellow, I never saw him more 
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ikaQ %yfm in my life !" and j^s^ressed a wish to flcdc for Mr« 

jPJtwif^pg. This pissed in tb^ ppesexice of Mr. J. J. Perccvai^ 

Mr. JlwrdcAstle^ and Mr* Speechliqr. Liidy Perceval ikea 

ttid» \>m, that hje must wait, as $be had smt for Mr. Phippay 

tp confront them together, and expectedhixn immediately. The 

JPefeodant manifests a wish to go, observing, that k was not 

|>ossil>le for Mr* Phipp^ to come down, because be bad to 

jprepare his pi^r for .pid>Ucation.Qn the following day. Lady 

f erceval^ however^ .peisjsted in requiring him to stay. M 

•this moment, her ladyship saw Mr. J. J. PerceiraJ cross t\\t 

^yard, who immediately announces Mr. Phipps ! Mitford im^- 

9)ediately .leaves t^ room^ jiasses over the court-yafd,.gEeets 

Mr. Phipps With a shake pf the band, and, as the latter 

enters the hoMse^ the former absconds and disappears. It is 

um;iecessary to $ay, what pas^d between Lady Perceval and 

.Mr. Phipps, which will be fully detailed in evidence. 3ut 

^ may be allowed to state, that her ladyship received A demnl 

.of tli/e authenticity of those document3, from Mr. Pbipp^^ 

•whiph Mr. Hardc£(stle afterwards published in the other pa- 

,peis. 

Gentlemen, Lady Percevars object now was, to learn 

where Mr.Mitford got these papers, and to find put what vie^ 

he had Jn p.ublishing them- For this purpose, Mr. JHardcastle 

went to hi^ lodging, wliere he was denied. At different 

times, different pretences were resorted to, to account for his 

absence. At one time it .was said, he had gone to Windsor 

with Colonel Bloomfield ; but he could not be found there. 

JLady Perceval then sends her son, who, liavjng seen De- 

fpndant at the window of his lodging, with great difficult 

^got admittance to him. Op seeing Mr. Perceval, ^litford 
says, ^' I hope you are come tp cgmfort me." — '^ I come," 

^answered the other, "to, take you down to Blackheath, to 
know the reason why you have committed these forgeries." 

'Mitford said, he could not bear the interview, having com- 
mitted ap act which 1^ wpji^ld repent all his life ; he added. 
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that he lia<l long possessed the coontcnance and protccffoit 
of Lady Perceval, and could not bear h«r frftwn. Mr. 
Speechley, wfco accompanied Mr. Perceval, then said', 
** What could induce you to put forged documents into* the 
hands of tlie Editor of TAe News P'* 

Gentlemen of the Jury, he does not deny tlie fact. Her 
answers, *'The distress of my family forced me to do it ; I 
was offered a btihe, and couM not withstand it.^* He added, 
^ D-mn the rascals ! I wiIF publish their names.'* Here 
was a confession of crime, voluntarily made by the De* 
fendant himself. He then said he would mak6 a confession 
to Lady Perceval ; and, with that intention, proceeded with 
tliese two gentlemen to Blackheath, They arrived there 
about twelve o^clockat night, but did not sec Lady Perccvaf. 
The two gentlemen sat up with the Defendant, lest he 
should again escape. Sleep, however, overtook the one, and 
the other left the room on a tempomry occasion. CW^this 
the Defendant takes advantage ; he escapes out of the witl-. 
dow, and is never seen by Lady Perceval after that tiinc. 
This is the substance of the evidence that I shall lay before 
you. The charge against Lady Perceval is, that she forged 
these letters ; she will be produced before you, and she will 
contradict, paragraph by paragraph, the statements contained 
in the Defendant's Affidavit. The three other witnesses, Mr^ 
Perceval, Mr. Hardcastle, and Mr. Speechley, will give yoi; 
an account of what took place at Blackheath, on the 4th of 
April, and of the conversation which subsequently occurred 
at Mitford's lodgings. You will thus. Gentlemen, be put ii^ 
possession of all the circumstances which I have mentioned j 
and a case will thus be made out in evidence, whit:h it will 
he almost irnpossibl^ to doubt, 

Glentlemen, cases of this nature can have nothing to prop 
them besidi^ the oath of the Prosecutor, except circumstancet 
in the conduct of the person prosecuted. Both of these 
will appear on the present trial. Three kinds of Evidence 
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only can be admitted in courts of justice^ — Ist^ The po- 
sitive oath of a party; 2d, Circumstantial evidence; in 
which a variety of circumstances are found to correspond : 
and, 3d, which is best of all. The confession of a party 
himself. In the present case, Gentlemen, these three spe- 
cies of evidence will be found to concur. You shall have 
the positive oath of Lady Perceval — gentlemen will he called^ 
who will state a iHimber of corroborating circumstances ; 
and, lastly, you shall hear the confession of the Defendant 
himself. 

Mr. Alley (of Counsel for the Defendant) — ^As you 
spedc of a confession, all the witnesses must go out of Court, 
mine as well as your own. « 

The witnesses were accordingly ordered to withdraw. 

Mr. S. Vines, Solicitor for the Prosecution^ was the 
first witness called; he was examined hy Mr. £. Laws. — 

Q. Have you the Rule N'm obtained in the Court of King*ft 
Bench, in June last ? — A, Yes, sir. 

Produce it. — ^Mr. Vines here exhibited the rule, 

Q. Is this the original rule ? — A, Yes, sir. 

Q. Is the Defendant in this prosecution the person named in 
that rule ? — A. The rule was obtained against Mr. Phipps — ^thc 
affidavit of Mr. Mitford was sworn for the purpose of having it 
discharged. 

Q. Is Mr. Mitford, the present Defendant, the man named fa 
that rule ? — A. Not in the first rule — but in the order for dis- 
charging the first rule. 

The Rule was here put in and read. 

Monday, next after the Octave of the Holy Trinity, in the Fifty* 
third Year of King George the Third. 

Middlesfix, . UPON reading the Affidavit of The Right Honour- 
able John Lord Perceval and another, and parts of 
two printed. Newspapers, intituled *' The News, Sun- 
day, ApHl 4, 1813,'* and " The News, Sunday, June 6, 
1813)" It U ordered that Monday, next. be. {;iyen to 
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Thomas Adderley Phipps to shew Cause why an 
Information should not be exhibited against him for 
certain Misdemeanours in Printing and PubUshing^ 
certain Scandalous Libels upon notice of this Rule 
to be given to him in the mean time. 

On the motion of Mr. Holt. 
By the Court. 

Mr. Richard Oude, examined hy Mr. E. Laws. 

<?. Are you a clerk in the Crown Office ?-««rf. Yes. 

Q. Have you the affidavit of the Defendant^ mentioned in the 
indictment ?— ^. Yes. 

Q. (By Lord Elxenbokoxtgb)^ — ^You bring it from the Crown 
Office \ — A, Yes, my Lord. 

The affidavit was handed in. 

Mr. Daniel Tobin^ examined hy Mr. E. Laws. 

Q. You art clerk to Mr. Justice Bayley ? — A, I am. 

Q. Was this affidavit sworn by the Defendant Mitford^ before 
^Mr. Justice Baylby ? — A. It was. 

0. And signed by him \ — A. Yes. 

<?. (By Lord Ellenborough), — ^Do you know the person 
swearing it ? — A, Yes, my Lord. 

Mr. Ali*by.— We admit it to be sworn by Mitford. 

TThe affidavit was then read, as follows . — 

THAT for many months prior to last March, he, Mitford, 

was employed by Lady Perceval to convey articles of intelligence, 

relative to the affairs of the Princess of Wales, to different news* 

papers. That on or about Wednesday, March 31, he was sent for 

.to Lady Perceval, at her house at Blackheath, who informed him 

th^t she had letters of great consequence indeed to publish ; and "^ 

that Mr. Phipps appeared to her the man most likely to do them 

justice. That in the course of the same day Lady Perceval, in 

. reference ii^ the said letters, said to him, '^ That the experiment 

.they were goiag to make was a dangerous one 3 but that something 

•must be done to compel them to give a proper establishment to her 

Royal Highness the Princess of Wales." That shortly after, he, 

-at the desire of Lady Perceval, and in her presence, copied, from 

a manuscript in the hand* writing of I/ady iPerceval, three lettei's a« 

jfollow.-^ 
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No. I. 

*' We are instructed by his Royal Highness the Prince of 
Walbs, to make known to your Royal Highness, that a propo- 
sition, comprehending the extension of your Royal Highness's es- 
tablishment on a larger scale, will be submitted to your Royal 
Highness's coDsideration on Thursday next. 

We are^ 8cc. &c. " Eldok, 

** LiVBRPWOL, 

'' Carltou House, Tuesday. '' CASTLBftsnoH. 

" To her Royal Highnesi the Princess of WaUs." 

No. n. 

" Montague Mouse, Wednesday, 

" I AM commanded to acknowledge the receipt of a letter, 
signed Eldon, Liverpool, and Castlbreagh, by her Royal High- 
ness the Piincessof Wales, arid to desire you to acquaint the 
authority from whom it originated, that nothing short of THE 
FULL ESTABLISHMENT IN HER RIGHTS will satisfy her 
Royal Highness, as that is the only means of convincing the people 
of EngUnd, beyond a doubt rwhieh some have dared to expresi), of 
her full and perfect innocence. 

" Her Royal Highness also commands me to add, that she pe* 
remptorily insists, as the first step towards bet* long withheld dig- 
nities, that her apartments in Carlton House be assigned over to the 
care of her Royal Highness's own proper servants. 

*' Finally, Her Royal Highness will not return any reply to any 

question or proposition that may be made hereafter, until her Royal 

Highness is assured, that the secret and illegal examinations, now for 

% time suspended, are put to a conclusion^ never again to be revived. 

" I am, &c. &c. ANNE HAMILTON.' 

«' To Lord Eldon;' 5fc. 

No. HL 

** Thursday Morning, 

" Lord Liverpool is commanded to acquaint hei* Royal Hi«;h« 
ness the Princess of Wales/ that her Royal Hig1ioes8'$ Letter 
has been received— -is now under consideration— and will^ be repUc4 
' to early this evening." 

That during the time ht was copyid); thesjB letters. Lady Perce- 
val said to him, '' that the Ifkirit of Johik Bull was declining or 
dying away, but this ^^uld rendtrhim clamoh)us.**—- Lady Percevat 
also said to him, '* tlntt it would be absolutely requisite for hkn to 
he out of the way for a few weeks after the publication of these 
Utters I and that she had at first thought of lodging him- «ixd hia 
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inrife (who must also not be seen) at the Tiger's Head^ at Lea— 
but, upon reflection, that was too near Blackheath, and shje had 
settled that they should go to the mother of her friend Hardcastle, 
at Woolwich, where they would he perfectly safe.*' He was then 
aaked by Lady Perceval, *' whether, if the worst happened, ha 
larould submit to be confined in Whitmore House (meaning Mr. 
Warburton's mad- house at HoKton) till all was settled, as it 
"vroixld be at least 20001. in his way when it was over } to which ha 
consented ; but not supposing the letters to be forgeries, he expres- 
sed his surprise at her ladyship's apprehensions. Lady Perceval 
then informed.him that the danger was in his being brought to the 
l^r of the House, which, as he knew so much, would be veiy 
unpleasant. He then, having copied the aforesaid letters from a 
manuscript in the band -writing of Lady Perceval^ received her 
directions to hasten to town to fiml out Mr. Phipps, and to desire 
I)im to publish them in his newspaper. He did so : but Mr. Phipps 
being from home, he did not deliver them to him until Thursday, 
the 1st of/April. On tha^ day he delivered the said copies into the 
.bands of Mr. Phipps, informing him he did so by orders from Lady 
Perceval. He also in ormed Mr. Phipps, that Lady Perceval de- 
sired he would publish the said letters in the next number of his 
newspaper, being Sunday, the 4th of April last ; and he believes 
that Mr. Phipps .did so. He also swears, that he had not at any tims 
any reason to believe the letters to be forgeries^ — although the appre^ 
liensions of Lady Perceval struck him as being singular and unac- 
countable. He also says, that in the whole affair relative to the said 
letters^ he acted by the direction of Lady Perceval ; and that he has 
et this time no other reason to suppose them forgeries than the 
assertion of Lady Perceval," 

Mr. S, Fines again called, and examined by Mr. E. 
Laws. — 

Q, Are you the Solicitor that instructed Counsel to obtain this 
Rule Nisi P-r-A, Yes. 

<?. Was it afterwards opposed in Court ? — A. It was. Sir. 
- Q. You have heard the affidavit read? — A. Yes. 

Q, Is the matter contained in it, relative and material to that 
Rule ?-^^. It is very much so. 

Lord Ellbnborough.-— This is the first time I ever heard 
«uch a question asked.— It is for the Court to judge whether 
it is, or it is not relevant. 

Q, Was that affidavit used in shewing cau3e against the Kult 
Nisi?^A. Yes. 

. <i. Was it m consequence of that affidavit tbat it was d2». 
charged ?— 
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Mr. Alley. — ^You cannot ask that question. 

Lord Ellbnborough. — ^The Rule must speak for itself. 
•-It lies in the breast of the Court, whether it was dis- 
dbarged on that afEdavit, or not *• 

Q, Was the Rule discharged > 
^. It was. 

The Order for that purpose was here put in and read. 

Bridget, Viscountess Perceval^ sworn, and examined 
hy Mr. E. Laws. — 

Q. Did you, on or about Thursday, the 1st of April last, send 
to the Defendant John Mitford ? A, Not to the best of my re-- 
collection — certainly not. 

Q. Was it on Wednesday, the Slst of March ? — A. Neither of 
those days, certainly. 

Q. I dont ask, whether you saw him ; but whether you sent for 
him ?•— yf . To the best of my recollection, certainly not, 

Q, When did you last see him in the month of March last?—*' 
4* On the 26th of March. 

Q. When next, after the 26th of March, did you see him ?— 
A, On the evening of April the 2d. 

Q. Did you, at any time, between these two days see him ?— 
A* Positively not. 

Q. Did your ladyship see him on the 2d of April at Black- 
heath ? — A» I did in the evening. • 
^ Q. At that time, when you saw him, or at any other time, did 
you ever mention to him, that you had letters of great eonsequence 
to publish ? — A, Never. 

<?. Did you ever say to him, that Mr.j^hipps appeared to yon, 
. a man most likely to do justice to the Princess ot Wales ?-9-^. I 
never recollect to have used the expression. 

Q. Did you ever speak to him of a dangerous experiment, with 
yeapect to certain letters ?-— -4. Certainly never. 

Q. But that something must be done to compel them to give «v 
proper establishment to Her Royal Highness the Princess of 
WaW>—^. Never. 
'* y . . ■..., ■ .. ... ■ , I 

* I have reason to believe that the rule was not discharged solely pa 
that Affidavit, but in part upon the shewing'of a letter to the Court writ* 
ten by Lady Perceval to the Defendant in that cause, in which she calik 
the insertion of the forged letters in Tht NewSy *' a mistake," and invitee 
him to her housei to confer with him $Qt\fidcntiaUy about its rectification* 
SeeAppendix, 
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Lord ELt»iBORoiT6H<*--Repeat the question* 

Q. Did you ever say. that the experiment you and the De* 
fendant were going to make, was a dangerous one : but that some- 
thing must be done to compel them to give a proper establishment 
to the Princess of Wales ? — A. I never did. 

Mr. E. Laws — ^Lady Perceval, be so good as to look at 
the three letters in this paper. The News j of the 4th of ApriU 

Q. Did the Defendant, Mitford, ever, by your ladyship's desire, 
and in your presence, make a copy of these letters ? — A, Never. 

Q. Had your ladyship any manuscript of these letters ?«— if. 
^one whatever. 

Q. When, and how, did your Ladyship first hear of, or see« 
those letters ? — A. The first time 1 heard of these letters was from 
Mr. Pliipps, who sent me his paper of the 4th of April, accom- 
panied l)y a letter. 

Q. Was Mr. Pbipps in the habit of sending you that paper ?-— 
A, 1 had ordered that paper previous to the 4th of April. 

Q. Was that paper taken in by you ? — A, It was regularly de<* 
livered at Perceval House previous to the 4th of April. 

Q. Did your Ladyship ever make use of this expression to the 
Defendant, '* That the spirit of John Bull was dying away j but 
|hat these letters would renew his clamours ?" — A, I never used that 
expression. 

Q. Did your ladyship ever tell Defendant, that it would be ab- 
solutely necessary for him to be out of the way for a few weeks, 
after the publication of these letters "l-^A, Never. 

Lord Ejllbnborough — ^You will pursue that mode most 
.convenient to yourself, Mr. Laws; but, as your present 
course makes it necessary for me to take down every word 
contained in the Indictment, would it not be better to read 
it over slowly, and ask the witness whether the whole or any 
part of it is true ? 

Q. I ask you, whether you ever used these expressions to De- 
fendant, — ^Tbat you had thoughts, at first, of lodging4iim and hit 
wife ^t the Tiger's Head, at Lea ; but that, upon recollection, it 
was too near Blackheath ; and that you had settled that he and his 
wife should go to your friend, Mr. Hardcastle's ? — A:1vk conse* 
quence of representations made by Mr. Mitford, previous to the 
S^tili of March, that he was watched and pursued, and bis house 
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beset by inquiries from ibose wttb wbom he pretended to.have hsd 
communicalions ; and that Mrs. Mitford, iu consequence of her 
alarms, was seriously indisposed, 1 did advise Mr. Mitford to re- 
move her out of town for a little time ; and, 1 believe, the first 
idea might have been for them to have Remained at Lea, for that 
period. 

Q. But was that communication with reference to these letters ? 
— ^. Certainly not. It was previous to the 36th of March. 

Q. Was that before your ladyship had any knowledge or idea 
that such letters were in existence ? — ^. Assuredly it was. 

Q. Did your ladyship ever ask Mitford, with reference to these 
letters, whether, if the worst happened, he would submit to be con* 
fined in Wbitmore House } — A. Certainly not. 

Q. Did your ladyship ever say to Mitford, that these letters 
would be at least i.2000 in his way ?— ^. I never uttered the ex« 
pression. 

Q, Did your ladyship ever express to Mitford any apprehension 
with respect to these letters ? — A. Never. 

Q. Did your ladyship, on any occasion whatever, say, that there 
was a danger of Defendant being brought to the bar of the House 
of Commons or Lords } — A, Never. 

Q. Lady Perceval, did you ever give Mrs. Mitford any direc- 
tions respecting these letters } — A. Never. 

Q. Was you in any way whatever privy to their publication ?— 
A. Not in the least. 

Q. Did you ever tell the Defendant to go to Mr. Phipps with 
them ? — A. Certainly not. 

Q, Or give any direction at all respecting them? — A, None 
whatever. 

Q. I think your ladyship has said, the first you knew of them 
was, by seeing them in that paper of the 4th of April ? — A. Yes. 

Q. Upon seeing them in The News of that day, what did yoa 
do ?— ^. 1 immediately sent up Mr. Specchley. 

Q, To whom did you send Mr. Speechley ? — A, To Mr. Phippe, 

Q. Who is Mr. Phipps }—A. The Editor of The News. 

Q, For what purpose did you send Mr. Speechley to Mr. 
Ph^)ps }'-^A, To inform Mr. Phipps that I knew nothing of th^ 
forged letters. 

Lord Ellen BOROUGH — Her name is not mentioned In 
the letters. 

Mr. Lawb — No, my lord; she had seen thera in conse- 
quence of the newspaper being sent by Mr. Phipps. 

''.^ t^.'By liord EUBKBoaouGB— Was it not a part of tba.term 
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•f ybur mesiage, that the letters were forged 9 — A. I said I knew 
nothiDg of the letters in The News of the 4th of April. • 

Q, Have you the letter which you received With the newspaper 
from Mr. Phipps }'-A. Yes. That is the letter. 

Mr. Alley — ^Tliough it is evidence, I will not agree to 
its production, till I have cross-examined Mr. Phipps. 

Q. It was in consequence of a letter from Mr. Phipps^ as well 
as from seeing the paper^ that you sent to him ? — A, Yes. 

Q, Did you send your son^ Mr. Perceval, at any time to Mr. 
Mitford } — A, I sent my son to town to bring down Mitford t« 
•xplain his conduct. 

Lord Ellbnborough — His name does not appear in the 
letters. 

Z,€uly Perceval — No, my lord. . 

Lord Ellenborouch — ^Then state a reason for sending 
fohim. We have it not in evidence what his conduct was. 
Let me not lead you (the counsel) to any thing inconvenient. 
I wish to bring you to that which will throw light on the 
subjects 

Q. What was the reason you sent to explain his conduct ? — A. 
It was in consequence of Mr. Phipps^s letter to me that 1 sent to 
him. 

Mr. Laws. — ^The letter is here. 

Mr. Alley. — ^You must take the letter de bene esse. — li 
you please you may call Mr.. Phipps to prove it. 

Lord Ellenborough. — ^That, I think, is correct. — ^Thc 
iftitness says, that in consequence of a letter she received, sup* 
posing it to come from Mr. Phipps, she took a particular mea!^ 
sure, that of sending for Mitford. 

Q. Did Mr. Mitford and Mr. Hardcastle go down to your house 
atxBlackl^eath } — A, Mr. Mitford did afterwards come down. 

Q. On what day^ and at what time of the day } — A, On Si^A- 
day, April the 4th. * 

Q. The same day on which th« letters were published ?— wf . JH» 

J day. 
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0. At Knbat hour did he come down ?-*-il. Between the todrT 
of two and five. 

Q. On his coming, what W£s the address you made to him >— 2#. 
I came into my room with the newspaper in my hand. 

Q. (By Lord Ellenborough.) Is The Ntw$ the paper yoo^ 
speak of ?— ^. Yes, my Lord, 

Lord Ellenborough. — ^Then we shall so call It. 

Q. What did yoa«ay to the Defendant l-^A. I bad Mr. Fhipps's 
letter in my hand, at the same tinie. 

Q. What was the expression you used to Mitford ; did you give 
him the letter ? — A. I gave him the newspaper • and the letter* and 
addressed him in these termr — 

Q, Did he, in con«equenoe> in your presence, read the letter, and 
the paragraphs of the letters in the newspaper ? — A, I don't recol- 
lect whether he read them or not. 

Q. Did he read the letter you received fifom Phipps } A.l doD*t 
•recollect wbetherhe did or not. 

Q. Now be so good as to state the expression you used to him 
when you saw hira ? — A. When first I saw him, presenting' the 
iiewspaper and the letter, J said to him, " la God's name, Mitford, 
what have you been abmit ?*' 

Q, What was Mr. Mitford's reply ? — A. I proceeded to say, 
'' Do you know any thing, or what do you know, about the letter's 
in The News of this day V* Mr. Mitford, in answer, said^ 
'' What do you mean V* 

Q, Upon that did you give to Mitford the letter ?— -^. I gave 
Jilm the letter, saying, '^ Read that letter, and you will under- 
stand what I mean." 

Q. Did your ladyship repeat your question to him, whether he 
had any knowledge of the letter }'^A. I r^ieated k. 

Q, In answer to these repeated questions, what was his reply ? 
— A, His answer was accompanied by an oath, that he never saw 
thefelUm but twice in his life. 

Q, Did he, upon that, propose to go to any person, and- to 
whom ? — A, He proposed immediately to go to Mr. Phipps. 

Q. Upon that proposition being made, what did your ladyship 
say to him }—A. I informed him, that I had %pidX, for Mr. Phipps, 
and expected him very shortly. 

Q. Did Mr. Phipps afterwards arrive at your ladyship*s house 
at Blackheath, and about what hour ',^A. He did,— I should inJ*- 
"l^ne between four and six. 

Q. Oa Mr. Phipps 's arrival at your ladyship's hotise, what Was 
^ih% cooduct of the Defendant, Mitfoid t^A, The momenl Mr. 
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Pb]p{^s was announced, be immediately nisbed out of- tfa« room> 
and I saw no more of him. 

Q. Did your ladyship afterwards again send Mr. Speechley and 
a Mr. tlardcastle to town^ and on what errand ? — A, I sent them to 
bring Mr. Mitford down. 

Q. Lady Perceval, before I proceed in this part of the examina- 
tion^ I will ask you one question : — Did the Defendant, when you 
asked him whether he knew any thing of the letters, acknowledge 
them, ot deny any knowledge of them ? — A. He denied knowing 
any thing about them. 

Q, Did he repeat that declaration more than once ? — A, He re- 
peated it^ to the best of ray recollection. 

Q. It was the same day, the 4th of April, that you setU these two 
persons for him ? — A. No, it was not on the Sunday evening. 

Q. On what day was it you sent Speechley and Hardcastle to 
bring Mitford down ? — A. It was on the Monday morning I re- 
quested them to go. 

Q. When next did the Defendant, Mitford, come again to Black- 
heath ? — A. He was brought down on the Wednesday evening, for 
on the three days I repeatedly sent for him. 

Q, Did yoUr ladyship see him on that occasion }~^A. I did not. 

Q. Then it is only by hearing it from ether persons that you 
know he came to the house at that time ? — A. Yes. 

Q. Has yout ladyship, then^ ever seen bim since the 4th of 
April? — ^. No; certainly not. 

Q. Is your ladyship quite certain you have not teen him from 
the S6th of Mardi to the ^d of April >— Positively certain. 

Ctoss examined by Mr. Allbt. 

Q. You have been some time acquainted with Mr. Mitford ?— - 
d. I have. 

Q. A long time I believe ?— -4. Some time. 

Q. I believe you knew where he lodged^ and had taken the 
lodging for him in town ? — A, I did not. 

Mr* Alley — Let me take the liberty of telling you. Lady 
Pterceval, that I have reasoAs for putting these questions, and 
i shall bring witnesses to state the facts. Therefore, do not 
answer hastily, I do not wish to embarrass or entrap you. 

Q. Where did the Defendant lodge >— J. In Crawford-street, 
fprtman- square, 

Q. What was the name of the gentleman who kept the house ?— 
A, I think the name was Donovan. ~ • 
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Mr. Alley.— ^You are perfectly right. 

Q. Lftdy Perce^iil, I ask you, did yon not recommeiici Mr^ 
Mitford to Donovan, and obtain the lodging of Donovan, forbiitt, 
upon your oath > — /"/. 1 sjioke in favour of 'Mr. and'Mrs.^MSdorf. 

Q, Then it was only speaking in favour of them, as you call it; 
hut was not that, in order to induce Donovan to take Mitfowi aild 
his wife as lodgers ? — A. As a recommendatron. 

• Q. 'Your visits have hean very frequent to Donovan's; at all 
hours of the day and night ? — Lady Perceval (in accents of sur- 
prise) — "At ail hours !** 

Mr. Alee V — »Aye! I won't except any hours* 

Q. At iiU hours of the day and night, on your oath were they 
not ? — A. I have called occasionally by night. 

Q. At all hours, ten, eleven, twelve, or one o'clock} — A. 
> Never to tny recollection, so late as twelve. 

Q. Never to your recollection ? — I wish you .would brush it .^p, 
and give us something positive. I atk, did you never go there later 
than twelve ? — A. Not to my recollection. 

Q. Have you not been there after Mr. Mitford was in bed, 
much later thap that ? — A, Certainly not. 

. Q. Did you not send up letters to him, after he was in bed ? 

Lord Ellenborough. — ^You must split yonr question in 
parts. In deliveiing a letter^ the witness . might not know 
the Defendant was in bed* 

Q. Did you ever deliver a letter to Mr. Donovan, or his servant, 
'for Mr. Mitford, at the hour 1 have mentioned }-^j!i, ^ot at; that 
hour certainly. I 

'^ Q, Pray what flight have ifeen the latest hour at which yow 
ever called there >—^., llpon*>iiiy word it is so long since^I canaol 
recollect. 

Q. No ! It is not a twelvemonth ago. — ^Yon have not lost your 
ymemory.^t is not impaired, 1 ho|)o.-7-Pray where did you* leave 
your carriage, when yqu.madetl^ese visits ?-^-4. It sometimes drew 
up to the door. * •> '\ 

Q, W&re you not ia th^ habit of leaving it in back streets, i$jifQ 
you sent to Mr. Mitford*s ?— if. Somtitimes, fr^m the state of the; 
streets, it was impossible to drive up. 

Q. Now, Lady Perceval, I asii you, did yon not repeatedly leave, 
your carriage at a distance, and walk up to the house?— ^.' When 
the si&te of the street did ijot permit the carriage to proceed, I waft 
obliged to do so. ^ * . 

Q, Is it a crowded street ?— ^. No. The street was not pav^* 
Yite streets around were not paved. 
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Lord EiXB^BOBOUGHi— If they were not paved, on© 
would thinks that would prevent you as much at one time av 
at another; but when these impediments in the streets 
W^re done away, then, I suppose^ you drove up to the, door ? 
-—No answer, 

Q. Do you mean to say, that there was no carriage way to 
Crawford -street, twelvemonths ago ?— ^. There was great difficulty 
in getting up to the door at the time. 

Mn Alley*— ;You said, the street was not paved. — Give 
it as yott please, I will take it. — Witness. — It was very dif- 
ficult to come up the street. 

Losd Ellbnbobough. — You said it was impossible, a 
while ago. 

Q. Was not die street paved a twelvemonth ago ?— 'i^. I cannot 
recollect. 

Q, Then I am not to take it as your answer, that, hecaiise the 
street was not paved, you co4iId not come up ?— -^. The street could 
be come up, after it was paved. 

Q. I tbank you for ypur information.— The streets, it seems, 
were unpaved, hefore they were paved. Now, I ask you, were they 
not paved sufficiently to admit a carriage twelvemonths ago ? — I 
ask you, on the Oath you have taken, were not the streets paved % 
twelvemonth ago, so as to permit you to go up ?— Were they not 
so paved previous to a twelvemonth ago ? — A, They might — but 
about that time they were in such a state as to prevent a carriage 
being driven through them. ' 

* Q. Did you not often walk fb the door, when your carriage 
eould have taken you up to it } — A, Not that I recollect. 

Mr, Alley. — O ! don't give me yoUr recoUection.-^A. 
lady would not walk in the dirt, when she had a carriage 
waiting, without some reason that must impress it on her 
memory. 

Q. By Lord Ellinbokouor. — ^Your servant attended you tp 
the door I'^^A. I presume so. 

\ Q. By Lord Ellenbobouoh. — You presume so ! — Do you 
d^ean to say that he went to the door with you ?— ^. I think he 
«^9dedme« 
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9* Behind your carriage, no doubt^ bat did be always go up 
with you Co the door ? — /i, 1 believe so. 

9. You told me you were many and many times at Mr. Mtt-» 
ford*s lodgings. — A, Not many and many times. 

• Q. We must, come to round uimibei-s^ were you there iweoty, 
thirty^ or forty times l^^A, Not thirty nor twenty. 

Q. When you went there you generally saw Mr. Mitford, by 
himself, without his wife ? — A, I don*t recollect to have seen \i'im 
ever once by himself, at his house. 

' Q. Mr. Mitford was repeatedly visiting vou at filackheath, be- 
fore March ? — A. Not before March ; 1 did not reside there then. 

Q. Did he not repeatedly visit at your house before that month ?— - 
A, Two or three times, 1 believe. 

Q, Was he not in the constant habit ot visiting yon, at Black*' 
heath or elsewhere }^^A. He was occasionally permitted to come. 

0, 1 believe you very often employed him to copy writings, for 
you ? — A, Not to my recollection, not often. Never, as I recol- 
lect; not often, certainly. 

Q. Did you ever employ bim to carry any paragraphs to diurnal 
papers, for insertion l-^A. 1 have occasionally desired him to offer 
some articles for. insertion. 

Q. May I take the liberty of asking you on what subject you 
wrote ? was it love, or religion, what might it be } — A. It was on 
neither of these. 

(?. What ! neither love nor religion ! politics, perhaps ? — A. I 
don't recollect. 

Q. By Lord Ellenbokough. — What was the subject? your 
recollection cannot fail you, because it is a matter so much out of 
the ordinary course of things ? — A. It was on the subject of the 
affairs of an illustrious personage. 

(f. By Lord ELLENBOROUGH.-rSpeak outj is it the Princess of 
Wales ', or whom else do you mean } 

Q. On the subject of the ^ifyAv9 of whom did you write ? — 
A. Of the princess of Wales. 

Q, Have all your squibs or crackers been inserted r — A. No. 

Q. Can you give a guess, and tell why they have been returned 
QDinserted > — A. I don't know. 

Q. Not give a guess, cannot you say to the best of your know- • 
l^lge r— --4. They %vere thought too strong, 

Q, Too libellous, perhaps ? — A. I don't know. 

Q. Has it ever happened, that some paragraphs have been in* 
serted, a part of wjiich, as originally sent, was struck out.? have 
tbeyl>een inserted in a mutilated state ? — A. One was. ^ 

Q. Do you recollect writing to Mitford, and finding fault witl^ 
him for allowing it to be inserted other than in the state in which \i 
was sent to him 'i^rrAi I have arecolkctjon of it^ ^ 
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' 0. It was not inserted, to nse yoar own. phrase, sp ^dflg ai 
yon sent it r — A, It was not inserted ip the manner in which it was 
offered. 

Q. Did yon usually entitle your |Tar«graphs. I mean put a head 
to them ? as for instance, did you ever semi k paragraph headed 
thus? '* Nelson when a child."-*^.^. 1 recollect a letter beginning 
in that manner. 

Q. 1 ask you, whether you did not both write and send a letter 
for insertion, bearing that title ^-^A, Certainly not for insertipn, 

Q. Whom did you write it to \^^A, Mr. Mitford, 

The letter was here handed to the witness^ 

Q. It is in your hand-writing > — A. Yes. 
Q. You wrote another, I believe, entitled ^' A Curious Fact ?** 
A* I bave no recollection of it. 

Mr. Alley. — I will refresh your memory about it. 

Lord ELLENBoaouGH. — Perhaps the catch words at the 

beginning are not sufficient to recall it to the witness's 

inind. If you read more perhaps she would remember. 

The paper beaded '^ A Curioujs Fact,*' was handed to the 
witness. 

Q. Is not that your hand-writiog !— -4. It is, 

0. Is not the envelope •' To Mr. Mitford/' your hand- writing ? 
A. It is, 

Q. By Lord Ellenborough. — Are these two addressed to Mr. 
Iklitford > 

Mr. Alley.— ^Yes, my Lord* 

A series of letters, from No. I. to XL inclusive, was 
here put in, and admitted to be in the hand-writing of 
Lady Perceval. — Amongst them was, ^^ When Nelson was a 
Child," ^' A Curious Fact ;'' two addressed to Mr, Phipps, 
one of them purporting to be written by Lady Anne Hamil- 
ton, thanking him for the offer of his paper, in supporting 
the cause of the Princess of Wales, and one directed to Mrs* 
Mitford. At a subsequent period of the trial, several of them 
were read, and will be found in their proper places. 

1^(1 EjuLj^^f BOBOUGp. — ^I doa't know the contents of ao^ 
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•f these kttem; but I thiok it right to iiHbrm the ifitoess^ 

that ^he need not acknowledge them to be hers if she doed 
not please. According to the suggestion that has been 
thiown out, they Bxe Ibelioot; and^ if so, hj adnritling 
them, she may b^ criminating herself by a string of libels. 

Mr. Holt. — I am not aware of any thing libellous. 

Lof4 Ellenboaoitoh. — Perhaps not, l^r; but you need 
not make a speech on it. The witness may demur to any 
question respecting her band*writing; but^ if she answers, 
she must answer truly. 

Q, Wttl you be so gftoA, smce I can find no date to this kttev 
(Noj XI. directed to Mrs. Mitford), to tell me when you wrote if? 
Was It before, or after the publication of those libels ? — A, }t was 
after the publication of the letter^ oA thtf 4th of April. 

Q. 1 believe it was on the very next day yott wrote it ?*— ^. J 
do not know. 

<?. A day or tw'& afterwards ?-— -4. It was in the nett week^ 
certainly. 

• Q. You say, that in conscq^ience of a letter yoii sent to Mr, 
t'tiipps, he waited on' you at Blackl^eath, on Sunday the 4th of 
April >—^. Yes, 

Q. When he was introduced to yoir, I believe your son was 'm 
the roorft with yoil ? — A. My son atitiotmced Mr. Fhipptt 

0. I'lieti he*cim^ into the foonl with hilnr ?—-^. I befievc he 
did. 

(J. You desired him td coitic do^n to make a teefificatiim ? — A, 
I think an explanation of what 1 could not understand in his letter. 

Q. Rectification was the word in your letter ? — A. Whichever 
you please. 

Q, Bid yottr soti (Continue in the room aH the thne Mr. Phipps 
*^^ th^re ? — A, He might have gone out for a few minutes j but 
the best part, indeed almost the whole time, he was in the room. 

Q. Do you recollect Mr. Phipps complaining that he was verj' 
ilUus^d 'i'^^A. 1 believe h* did use some expression of that kind. 

Q. Did he not dcimafid, that you should [iroduce Mitford face to 
face with hiro>thatan explanation might take place?—- ^. Yes^ ha 
did. 

Q. Now, Lady P^rcevali I ask ydu, did yon not then dedarA^ 
hn your word of bononr, to Mr. Phipps, that you had not dean bhn 
for a considerable time before? — A, I informed hlm^ that I ha4 
seen him on the Priday evening. 

<2. Did yotk tidt tell Mr. Phipps!^ tfacti yotth94 netteeti bia» thai 
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-Jny, or /the diiy before >r-«-jtf. vlinforincdliio), that J-hadjeeobim 
#n Friday,* the Sd of April. * 

Q, That yon told me before :-^it is not an answer to my que«« 
tion ; and I will have one. I ask you, when Mr. Pbipps demanded 
ahat^itford, vcho was in o'our 'house, shoidd be brought face to 
-faoe wkh iiim^^for an eatplanation, did you not declare, that he was 
'Stot m the house ? — A. I did not. 

Q. Did you not give him to understand, that you had not lately 
scMi MttfDfd 5 and assign it as a reason, that you 'knew nothing of 
the letters piihlisbed ? — A. I did not ; because I informed him thai; 
I bad seen Mitford on the Friday evening. 

ii. ^Dtd you tell hJm, that the. man with whom he would come 
'face to face was in your bouse, and you wojild behi^py to brin^ 
4bem4o^ther, to explain ? — A, I did not. 

Q. Why, I thought you sent to thim for the purpose Qf^re^tifi^ 
cation, or explanation 9^^ A- So 1 did : but -Mr. 'jtf ittor4 left* the 
'house the moment -Mr. Phlpps came in. * * ' 

Q. Could not Mr. Pbipps see bim ?— ^itf. He bad a glimpse. i 

Q. Why then ^id you not tell bim that he was in the house ?— 
. A. 'Because he rushed out of the room, and J knew 4iot where ha 
was gone to. . . - ' 

Q. -Now, Lady Perceval, did you not beafeech Mr. Pbipps nottO 
publish, in his next Sunday paper, ^be explanation he had receivatf 
with respect to these letlters, sueb asitwas?— ^. I re<|lietted'Mri, 
'Pbipps, with reference to Mi tfonl's name and conneotions, if, eon* 
aistentJy with his duty to the |^ublifr> he couldi avpid the exposure (^ 
^Mitford, i»so.di;grgcefaLa trap^aetion, that he would dos^; 

0..1>ici be not ^ay,. that be cotrld not, consisteiKly w^th his pab*»- 
lie duty, or his own. honour, withhold the particulars l-rr^A. He said 
he must explain the manner in which he had recei\red themfroih 
Mitford. 

^ Q. D^ not you, po^that, veqaeltiiim only to state, generally, a 
contradiction, and not to state the particulars ? — ^^..^or tlier^soi^ 
I have already assigned, yes. 

. Q. You bad. a very beoevolejit feelinj^ towards, Mr. Mi tiford, at 
that time. — I hope you sent your son to console him ? — A. I \^ 
extremely indignant. 

Q. put, for all that, you endeavoured to soften the printer ?— 
A. 1 bad a respect for the name of Mitford. , * 

Q. Such a respect, ,th^t yo.u would have . <J.99e the ,same for any 
other pej-gon of the . name ? ---df. 1 would for any person of the 

,Q. I bqlje^e you desired ,Mr. Phipps to sit down, >md write a 
contradiction for other papers, which he d'd, though he would not 
do it. for his pwnP—A. I tgld.him, that ^ conlradictiou w/>uld,ap'- 
pear in some of next day's papers^ 
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. 0, You requested Mr. Phipps to (kfo a (iarftgiiif»b }-^J, 'Bf.itc9- 
ing Mr. Pliipps to have been imposed on, at that time, 1 asked buii 
to put that, contradiction into whatever form of words was Least 
humiliating to himself. 

Q. It was to be put in the other papers. Was it to be pot in 
his own paper, for the next Sunday ? — A. He put it in his own way. 

Q, Not a contradiction ? — A. No ; an avowal, a statement of 
the business. 

Q. While your son was absent, did you not draw yoiir chair 
nearer to Mr. Phipps, and take a very affectionate leave of him ?•*- 
A. I take an affectionate leave of Mr. Phipps ? 

Q, Yes ! did you not take bis hand between yours, and say, 
" My dear Mr. Phipps, if you will but insert the contradiction asi 
wish, you will be the saviour of me and my family V'-^A. To te . 
best of my recollection, certainly not. 

Q. You deny it? — A. Certainly every word of it. 

Q. I believe your son is about twenty } — A, Rather younger, 
he is in his nineteenth year. 

Q. Now, attend. Did you not say, that if things went on as you 
hoped, your son would, in six or seven years, be Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, and then the printer should have his reward } that 
another Perceval would be Chancellor of the Exchequer } — A, Cer* 
tainly not. 

Q. When you talked of reward, did you speak of remuneratton 
of a pecuniary kind, or of a. place under goyerument? — A, I 
spoke of uo rew^ard whatever. 

Q. By Lord Ellxkbokough. — Did you say any thing of ano- 
ther Perceval, or of your son being Chancellor of the Exchequer j — . 
A. 1 heartily wish he may be, but I never expressed such a sentt- . 
ment. 

Mr, Ajllby. — ^After what has passed^ there may be two : 
feelings on that subject. 

Q. You held out no promise, then of expectation or reward to 
Mr. Phipps ? — A. I did not. 

Q. You have told the gentleman who examined you, that you 
sever intimated a wish that Mr. Mitford should go to a mad-house } 
'^A. I never did. 

Q. You know Whitmore House? — A, Yes. 

Q. Did you not on, Sunday the 4th of April, after Mr. Phipps 
left you, endeavour to prevail on Mr. Mitford to go to Warburton's , 
mad-house } — A, No : I did not see him after Mr, Phipps left th« 
room. V 

Q. Did you at any other time of the day? — A, No/I did not': 
I Bfever saw him after he left the house. 
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' Q. On tbc next day, on Monday the 5th of April, yon tent 
SpMchley and Hardcastle to Mr. Phipps, the printer ? — A. I did. 

Qs By whose advice did you do it ^ — A, In consequence of a 
letter I received from Mr. Phipps, late on Sunday night. 

Q.' Was not the ohject of your message by them to him, to 
cootradietr the letter», in th6 manner mentioned the day before, for 
the triaoqutllity ofyotir mind }'^A. It was to have an explanation 
of the letter^ which was sent down at eleven o'clock the niglit be- 
fore 3 and to desire that he would come down> and explain that 
letter. 

<?. It was in conseqaence of that letter, which yon received on 
the Sunday night, and in which Mr. Phipps says: — ''that,' con- 
tisteatly with his own honear^ and his duty to the public, he must 
gitit a particular, and not a general statement of the transaction,*' 
that Speechley and Hardcastle were sent to him } — A. Yes Mr« 
Phipps Bdded> *' tmlestf Mr. Mitford came forward^ and avowed hit 
thare in the fabrication.** The letter ts here. 

Q. Who might have been with you, besides Speechley and 
Hardcastle, at the t^me you 'Agreed to send a message to Mr. 
Phipps.-^By whose advice,* in addition, did you act ?"-*-^ I acted 
entirely from my own . feelings . 

Q. You have told me you wrote the letter I hold in my hand, 
to Mrs. Mitford ?— ^. Yes. 

Q. She went down to Blackheath, in consequence > — A .She did. 

<?. By Lord Ellbnborouoh.— When was this } — A, I think 
it was on Thursday, the 8th of April. 

Q. Did you not endeavour to prevail on Mrs. Mitford, to per- 
suade her husband to go to a mad>hoote ? — A. Mrs. Mitford re- 
presented, that her huslband hail been in such an extraordinary state 
of agitation and violence of temper, that she did not know bow to 
account for it y and said she was fearful to returi^ to him, without 
being accompanied. 

Q. What was your advice on that occasion?—^. In conse- 
qneqce of her representations, I suggested the probability, that he 
might he again disordered — that he might be unwell. 

Q, Did you not endeavour at that time, to prevail on her to 
persuade her husband to go to a mad-house > — A, 1 suggested, 
whether it would not be better to have some person from War- 
burton's, in his own house, for the safety of herself and her child. 

0. Was not that suggestion of yours, after the said she would 
not assist in tending him to St. Luke*s, or to Warburton's }^A, No, 

(}. Did you not suggest the propriety of sending him to St. 
Lake's, QT to Warbnrton's ?— ^. Certainly not. On the contrary, 
I advised Mi-s. Mitford to have tome person from Warburton*t, 
iu his own bouse. 

<f. Mrs.' Mitford came down on your solicitation, therefore, 
•ho did not come to make a complaint to you,-^you intended to 
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covapUxa to ber,-^not she to you ^---^i. I aei(^t for ber. to. expJiuB 
wfiat lier husband's conduct bad" been. 

Q. Do ydu recollect saying, wben you proposed that ^ ms^ 
from Warburton*s sbouid be in the b6use> that do ^eatratpt should . 
he imposed on Mr. Mitford, — it was only for form's sake ?-^i|. l^m, 
1 sai<{ it was for her own safety — cerCainly not for fofn^'s saj^eu 

Q. Before I sit down, as Mr. Phipps is here^ I will again asl^.: 
you, did you not tell him, to this effect, that when your sod shoi^d . . 
be prime minister, his reward should come ]'^» Certaialj po%. -, 

' Q. You have stated, that one of these letters, though it has.th^. . 
name of IJady Anne Hamilton, is written by you^, Had yoii bsr 
permission ?— ^. I had her permission to write that letter. 

Q. Did you not desire both Mr.. Phipps and Mc. Mitford, whnr 
they wrote to you on the subject we ha?e be^n speaking of, to dfi)e<^ x 
to you under cover to Lady Hamilton ? — A. Not }lt. Phipps j^ bui . 
I desired Mr. Mitford, upon occasion, to address me^ under corf^^. 
to Lady Hamilton, when I was in the country. ^ 

Re-examined by Mf^. La^s, 

Q. My Learned Friend wishes to know, when you sent the leU 
ter No. VIII. (beginning *' when Nelson was a child,") to Mr.- 
Mitford?— ii.«dDeicemh6r I 181^. 

Q. When was the letter about the rectification setet to Mr. ' 
Phipps > — jl. It was in April last. 

Q. You ^id Mr. Mitford bad been disordered in his mind ?— 
A. He had been extremely unwell ; and it was conceived that hit 
mind was not in a perfect state. 

<^. How long was that previous ta the paragraplis in Tlie Newt 
of April 4th? — A. It was in Jan nary, 1814. It tvbS more than, a "!^' 
year before,^- a year and a quarter, 

Q, And he was then confined on that aooonnt }^A, He was 
then at Warburton's. ' 

Q, Wa&il by the direction of his relations ? — A. It was. 

Q. By Lord EtL«ifBoiiouGH.— 'Had you knoWn him before 
he went there ?— ^. 1 had seen htm only two or three times pre- 
vlous to his beihg placed there. 

Q, Which (Bd yo« know his wife or him, first } — A, Mrs. Mit- . 
ford. 

Q, What was the occasion of your first introduction to Jtfr^ " 
Mitford^*— -^. Mrs. Mitford introduced her husband. 

Q.^ For what pnrpase>— '^. With a view to befriend hiip, and^ 
to enable him to support his wife and family, 

Q. Whatever rafght have been Mr. Mit fo!*d*s conduct^ when 
he came down to Blackheath,.,afief these letters were puf^llshed, 7 
did he appear in a deranged state of mind ?— .4. Not at all' oh the^ ' 
4th o# April*'' .-•■>- ■.■'*'". \'\ '^ . 
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Q. Then it was some time.aftei: Uie^ panifrapbs srete publish- 
ed^ thi^t Mrs. Mitford came and related to you his state of mind ? 
-^A. Yes,— she stated to roe the violence of his temper.. 

Q. When you saw Mr. Fbipps, did you ask him how he camc^ 
and by whose directions, to publish these letters ? — J, I did^ 

Q. By whose directions did he tell you he had doi|e it l-^ji. He 
informed me that Mitford had delivered these letters to him. 

Q. Was it in consequence of that, that you made the request 

.to Mr. Phipps to insert a general pxplanation ?-^^., I M»k^ Mr. 

Phipps, in . consequence of his answer, whether be \|ras suiie that it 

Was l^r. Mitford who delivered these papers to him» or any one 

assuming his name, . » 

Q. What did hie tell you ?-r-^- He assured me it was Mitford ; 
the gentleman whom he had passed in going out of the bouse. . . 

Q, What house did he alljide to ? — A, My house at Blackheatb. 

Lord £i.LSNBoaou6H — ^These are admitted &cti^-=-both 
etories are^ that he delivered the letters. The question is, 
whether be copied them or not, as he has sworn. 

Mr. £• Laws.— <-My reason for asking these questions is, 
to sliew that Mr. Phipps had seen the Defendant at the hous^ 
and thus to account for Lady iPerceval's not stating that he 
Was there. 

. <?.. Was it at that time yOn said you had not seen Mr. Mitford 
since Friday ?— ^. I never used the expression, that I had not seen 
bim pince Friday, 

Qi Then you used the expression> that you had seen him on 
Friday?—^. Yes. 

^ Q. And yoU did not mvnlion to him that you had seen him on 
Sunday }^J, I did not then. 

*. Q. Was not the reason because Mr. Phipps said he had seen 
Mitford at your house on that day ? — J. Exactly so. 

i Q. I understood you to say, that Mitford came to your honse^ 
on the Sunday, before Mr. Phipps's arrival, and that Mr. Phipps 
Mne after l-^A, Yes. 

ji Q, Were they ever together in the parlour of your house ?— • 
A, Mitford left the parlour very abruptly, on hearing Mr. Phipps. 
was arrived before he came in* 

^. 1 think you said you never used Lady Anne Hamilton's 
name without her leave ?— ^. Yes. 

Q. And that you had her leave for writing that particular not^ 
in Her name?— 4. Yes, that letter thanking Mr. Phipps for tiia 
offi^r of bis columns. 
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Lor^ ELLENBORotTGH.— When was it ? 
Mr. Laws. — ^It is the letter No. I. given In evidence. 
Lord £Li.KNBORou6H.->-Yes, but when was that letter 
written ? 

Ladtf PercevaL-A think the 21s(; of March, 

Q, Now there is a letter mentioned, cofnmencin;, '' Nelsott 
when a child/* was that sent for inscrtmn -in any paper ? — J. Cer- 
tainly not. It was a private letter to Mr. Mltford. 

Q. \yas there any more than one paragraph sent by your direc- 
tion, by Mr. Mitford, to The News ? — 4- Certainly not, not apy 
to Tht News. 

Q. Was it to The Star newspaper that the other paragraph 
was altered, was sent ?— ^. Yes, to The Star, 

Q. By Lord £llbnbokou6H.— When was it returned ?^n- 
deed I do not know. 

Q. By Lord Ei.lenborough.»-How recently before th.e 
month of March ? — A, 1 believe it might be iii the month of Fe- 
bruary. 

<^. You may remember a paragraph relative to a paper, contain^ 
in^ a copy of the Duchess of Brunswick's will, what newspaper 
had Mr. Mitford Hbetty to publish it in ? — A. He hai the liherty 
of inserting it in any paper he chose, or thought proper.- 

Q. By Lord Ellenborough. — Of inserting any letters yoa 
^leliver^d to hipn, pf any letters he chose ^-^A, The piirtictAar arti- 
cles I gave him. 

Q. When you went to Mr. Donovan's house^ for whom -did 
you inquire ?— ^. I inquired for Mr. Mltfiird generally f- Ivinay 
have inquired for Mrs. Mitford, or for both. ' • ' \ ' 

Q. When you wenft there, di<J yon go alone ?-^if. I wtiat alone 
generally, 1 believe always. I 

Q. What was your occasion of calling there, when you did go ?— 
A. I called to see Mrs. Mitfoid generally,. 1 felt inlsivsted in theiv 
well doing, and that was the subject pf conversation amongst 
Others. 

Q. Did yott make any endeavour to obtain for Mr. IVfitford anip 
situation of eipoluipepf ^ — A. 1 did use every opportunity I had to 
* eiiable him to provide honourably for his family. 

Q. In particular did you use any epdeavbur« tP get him any 
situation in the Navy Pay Office } — A, No j J introduced . hjtn to 
'' two gentlemen who vt'ere setting up a Navy Agency concern. 

Q. Was.it sometimes the subject of your calling at ^r, D^Qv 
'f^^^}'^.A. Verypfteii. 
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. a, AfklofwTitis^toMr.Mitford? — A. I ivrote to him on tbkt 
subject and on others. 

' Exafnined by Lord ELt£NBORouGH« 

Q. Can you state in how many instances you anthorized bim^ 
to insert paragraphs ? — A. 1 don't know, my lord j but he never wat 
authorized to use my name. 

Q. Your name was not to appear ; it was not to be putfoT" 
ward ; but he was to do tlie act you put him upon. He, concealing 
your name, was to put in tbe strong paragraphs ^-^A. He was di- 
rected, from time to time, my lord, to insert my sentiments on the 
subject. 

Q. Yon wrote a letter to Mr. Phipps, in the name of Lady 
Anne Hamilton ? — A. I had Lady Anne Hamilton's leave, mf 
'lord, to write a note, in her name, in answer to an offer wbic^ 
*Mr. Phipps had (iiadc of his columns. 

Q. Through whose procurement had he made that offer ? — A. I 
believe it was of his own movement, my lord, 

Q. To whom did lie write ? — A. To Lady Anne Hamilton, my 
lord.. 

. Q. Why .did he write to hw* ? — A- He can best answer that, my 
lord. 
' , Q'. She had not applied to him ? — A. Certainly not, my lord. 

Q. But why did you get her leave to write ?— A. It was an im» 
material. note ; it was no matter who wrote it, my lord. 

Q. The more immaterial, the more necessary to write in your 
own name, and not in that of another person } — A, I don't know. 

Q. How came you to make use ot her name }-^A' It was ac- 
cidental, my lord. 

Q. Yes; it was an accident that never took place before ; very 
few people here, I believe, have ever heard of such a one. On the 
4th of April you saw the paper with these forged letters, and im- 
mediately sent up Speecbley to state to JPhipps, that you knew no- 
thing of them. —How came you to know that he suspected you 
then ? — A, Becj^use^ my lord, he wrote me a note, on the morning 
of the 4th,* with bis paper. 

Q. Why did he write to you ? — A. Hp then tiddressed me, my 
lord, to use his own phrase, unauthorized. 

Q. You peremptorily deny, when Mr, Phipps caiJic down, that 
any of that conversation, or any of those civtlitles, passed betweeai 
you, which vyere stated in the questions put to you— as, that you 
took hini by the hand, and said^ "My dear Phipps, you will be. the 
Saviour of myself aiid family ?'*— ^. I do, ray lord. 
. Q. Did not Lady Anne Hamilton desire you to answer that letter 
ip her name > — A» Yes, my lord. 

Q. Then how came you to say, that 'Vjoii bad. Wr leaves**' 
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« l^t looked •» it f0n hftd aabed icinreiirtaiitfaef ^.^^1.^ I Wt^t^y Ler 

desire^ my lord. 

Then 1 will put down^ that you wrote by Liady Aune Ha- 
milton's leave and desire. 

Mr. HoiiT.-^May I request your lordship to puta'^ues^ 
<tk>Q tO'Lady Perceval ? 

Lord Ellbnborough. — ^If it be material. 

Mr. Holt.— -Will your lordship have the goodness to ask, 
whether she did not use the words, ** Saviour of his family y* 
with reference to Mr. Mitford ? 

Jjord Elxbnborough. — ^Why she has denied using the 
words ; and I cannot suggest a qualification of a direct con* 
tradiction. — ^It would be making the court a party to subor- 
nation of peg wry ; I cannot put «ueh a question* 

Mr. John Hardcastle examined by Mr. W. Rat. 

Q. Had you, on the 4th of April last, occasion to call on th* 
Pefendant, Mitford, on any business, no matter what ? — A. 1 bad. 

Q. Before yoa waited on him that morning, had you seea The 
y«tMP— 4. Ihad. 

Q. Had yoa read in it the letters which have been alluded to ?-*^ 
4' I had, sir, 

Q. Did yott mention them to the Defendant >— ^. I did, sir. 

Q, Oa your naming them to bim, what remark did he make ^— 
J. He seemed surprised, and desired me to relate their purport. 

Q, You did so } — A. I believe 1 did. 

Q. Yoa afterwards went with him to Lady PercevaVs housoj 
€urzofi- street ? — A' I did. 

Ci. When there, had you any conversation with bim on the sub* 
jaot of The. NewsP-^-A. Not in Curzon- street. 
. Q; Where did you go from Curzon- street }<i—^. To* Black* 
heath. 
. Q. On yoai* arrira) at Bla€kbestb> where were yon introdut^ed ) 
A' To Mr. Perceval's room— Lady Fcrceyal was engaged. 
- Q. Wboifl did yoa find there ? — A, Mr. Speechley went with 
us-: there were- also Mr. Thomas Speechley and Mr. Perceval. 

Q* About what hour of the day was it l-r-4'. About four. , 

Q. Lady Perceval shortly after came into the room ?^— 4^.' She' 
did. 

V Ql €«itbaitoott)ing into-tiie' room, what paWd betweeti her and. 
the Defendant ? — A, She peremptorily asked biQi^ what bel^ue^^'of 
theirt<»r^i»thaipa(*ii, w . • . «. . 
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•—if. In The News of that morning, my lord. 

Q. Hud sbet at»y papers in her band }^A. A lettei^from Mr. 

Q. You saw it ?— ^. Yes. 

Q. Had 8bc any other papcrhi -het- hand?— itf. I cannot)'*- 

Q. What reply did vD^feftdimt lnak« to hdC, 'wlren Mie'aslbM^ 
that question ^—wf. He denied all knowledge of tbem^ positively 
and repeatedly. 

Q. Do you remember the expression he made use of, when he 
denied tbcap l«rr-^. j>*ifta«the felkMr^ il never law iiim*bu[tit>v!ce'!n 

Q. Had any name been.menticned in converNltrotT/ faetU^tV ^ 
LadjF Pero^val and Mr..Mitfonl> do which tliat expi^ssfio^ <p{>!ied H- 
A,-Mt*, Pbip|»s*« name'had been^meDtimied.- 

Q, By Lord Ellenborouqh.— Mentioned just before ?— ^. It ' 
had^ my. lord.. 

Q. What did* tbe : Deffeodant afterwards say?-^^. That 'fie 
wi$bad,to go te town to contradict the letters. 

Q. Didhe «iy to whom lie tithed tt> go i'*-'A. To 'Mr'.Thipps^ 
to aofitnadictihe fetters. 

Q. By Lord Ellenborough ?— What letters?— ^.Thisc thaf '' 
haditfivieanid'Tn ThONetts, my lord. • 

Q. By Lord Ellen borough. -*-In wbAt pirtidoWdld be slay h* ' ^ 
wished to. c6ntFadict thcnv?— ^. He spoke generally, my Ibrrf. 

Q. He did not say in what particular, then, he c^ily said fte " 
wished to go to town to contradict them ? — A. Yes. 

Q. When he said that, what did Lady Perceval say > — A: She 
taidr-ihat MrjFhip()SAi'a«x:oming' down/ and it was useless for . 
him to go to town, as they would pass on the road: 

Q. You say it was then about four o'clock ; did she say at what 
hour she expected Mr. Phipps,?.— -^^ It was about four when we 
went down, this was about a quarter before five. 

Q. ]>id she Itate a long or a short timef, before she expected 
Mr. Pbipps 4own ?— /4. She said she expected him about five. 

Q. What did Defendant Ao, or say ? A: He seemed it good ' 
deal agitated^, and wished still to go, 

Q. Did he give any reason why Phipps would not))e there that "'' 
evening ?—^. He said that Mr. Phipps could not go dowQ^ on ac- '^"^ 
counf of publishing his morning paper. 

Q. By Lord^ Ellenborough.— Js be connected ia another 
publication, besides the Sunday paper ? — A, No, my lord ; but h^ 
publifii^ the saiii^ pap^c to send into the eomnfry on Monday. ' ' 

Q. Mr. Perceval was not in the room at the conclusion of-theif "^''^ 
conversation ^—iif» ]N6, . - -^ . 
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V Q. Did be afterwards retu^ }^A. Hm retonwd, and annoimeed 
Mr. Phipps. 

Q. What did Defendant do when Mr. Phippt't name was an* 
nouiiced? — A. He passed hastily by Mr. Perceval^ and left tba 
boose. 

Q. You saiT'Bo more of biin on that day ll-^d. I did not. 

Q. You were sent repeatedly afterwards to seek him^ by Ladf 
Pcfceval^ and dki not meet blm l-^A: 1 did not. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Allxy. 

Q, Did you live in Lady PercevaVs boose >— 2f . No, sir. 

Q. What are you — and bow did you happen to be there h^A. 
I belong to the Dock-yard at' Woolwich. 

Q, Are you a private friend of Lady Perceval ? — A, Yes, sir. 

Q. You were at her bouse on the Monday as well as the Sun- 
day?— il. I was. 

<?. Why Monday was not a holiday ^—A. I had leave, sir. 

Q, She does not communicate many of her secret^ to you,-^yoir 
did not know that these publications were g;oiii^ on >— i^. No« sir. 

Q, You are a casual visitor ? — A, I went there, sometimes. 

Q. You did not know any thing of these letters ?— -if. 1 knew 
nothing of the transaction: 

Q. Did you remain in the room after Mr. Phipps went down 
to Blackbeath, on the Sunday > — A. 1 did not. 

Q. Mitford remained in the house, did he not > — A. Not to 
niy knowledge. 

Q, Did you see bim at Blackheatb on that day ?— 'wl. I did not. 

Q. What time did Mr. Pbi|)ps stay there >— -^f . I don*t know. 

Q. Mr. Phipps wifotft a letter the next day to Lady Perceval }-«- 
A, Not the next day. 

QuestidUtd by Lord Ellbnborough. 

Q. What is your situation in the dock-yard } — A. I am a clerk. 

Q. Are you frequently at Lady Perceval's J— </f . I am thei^, 
perhaps once or twice in A fortnight. 

Q. Are you acquainted with any particular person in the family^ 
or do you go to l^dy Perceval ? — A. To Lord and Lady Perceval 
botli. 


Mr. RaJph Speechley examined by Mr. Holt. 

$. You are the nephew of a lady who resides with Lad 
ml ?— ^. Yes. 
0. And you rttida yourself in the family }^A, I do* 
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Q. Wemyoii in Mr. Pen»va1*s.rooffl, in her iadlyilffp^i hDU9€, 
at Blackheath, on tbe 4th of April ?-^^. Yc%, 

Q, Do yovL reoollitcC tbe Defendant ooming into that room ?•— 
ji. Yes. 

Q, With whom }^J. With Mr. Hardcastle and Mr. Perceval. 
Q. Whilst yoti wew in the room together^ did jLady Peixeval 
•ome in ? — A, She did, Sir. 

Q, Be so good as to reUite» when she came into the room« what 
the said or did ? — A. She came in with The News of that day^ and 
Mr. Fhipps*s letter^ which she had received with itj in her band ; 
and she asked Mr. Mitford if he knew any thing of the letters 
published in The News of that day. 

' Q. What did he say ? — A, He declared positively that be did 
not. 

Q. Did he say that once or twice^ or how many tiipes ?— -^. 
He said it frequently. 

Q. Did X/ady Perceval speak to him> or press him on this an« 
•wer }—A, She did. 

Q. What. were his answers? — A. I remember him saying :-• 
*' D-mn the fellow^ I never saw him but twice in my life. 

Q. To whom was that expiession applied ? — 4* I understood 
to Mr. Phipps. 

Q. Are you sure he denied repeatedly the knowledge; o£ tbe let* 
ters ? — A. Quite sure. 

Q, Did Iia<ly Perceval mention the name of Mr. Phipps l-^A^ 
She gave him the letter she bad received with tbe paper. 

Q. But did she say any one thing kbout expecting Mr. Phipps I 
— ^. She said she expected him at five o^clock. 

Q, What did he s»y ? — A. That he knew he could not come, 
as he would be busy preparing his Monday's publication* 

Q, Did you observe any thing particular in his conduct >— if . 
He was anxious to get away, to go to town to meet Mr. Phipps. 

Q, Did Mr. Phipps arrive, or was his name announced, befort 
be went >— ^. That 1 cannot teli ; for I went with Mr. Perceval to 
ineet Mr. Phipps at the gate of tbe court- yard. 

^Q. By Lord Ellenbosough. — You say at the gate of th# 
court-yard, is it some distance from the room ? — A. Yes, my lonL 
Q. By Lord Ellbnbobouoh. — What distance is it from the 
boose ? — A, About fifty yards from the door. 

Q. By Lord £llbv0O bough.— What door?— •^. The door 
leading into tbe house. 

Q. When did you next see Defendant ?— ^. 1 walked witji Mr. 

Phipps towards the door leading to the bouse, and met Hr.MitfofdL 

Q, How was he coming out l-^A. Rather in a brisk mann^* 

Q. Did he meet Mr. Phipps ? — A. Yet, in the pasHigt leadb^ 

from the hon^e to the court-yard. 
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Q. Wbera was Mr. Perceval then ?*-^. I believe in the rooin 
with Lady Perceval. — He ran forward to aDDoiince Mr. Phipps. 

Q. When the Defendant and Mr. Phipps met, did you observe 
anything particular r — A. They shook bands together^ and hotii 
t'etired hark into the yard. 

Q. What l^ecame of Mitford >— x^tf. He absconded. We could 
not find Iiim aftecwards. » 

Q. Did Lady Perceval send you the next morning to town ?— 
A. Yes, she did. 

Q. On the 7 th of April, did Lady Perceval send you to Mit- 
ford^s lodging, — on ^yednesday, the 7th ? — J. Yes. 

Q. Who went along with you ? — A. Mr. Perceval. 

Q. Did you seek for Mitford at his lodging ? — A. Yes, frequent- 
ly, — two or thicp. times. 

Q, How often did you apply at the door of his lodging } A. 
Two or three times. 

Q, Were you admitted^ or did you get into the lodging ? — A* 
No, we did not. 

Q> Did you see Mr. Mitford ? — A. Yes, we saw hire al the 
window ; we went to a public- house opposite and saw him. 

Q. Why did you go to the public-house opix)site ? — A. Because 
we bad reason to think he was in the house, though denied. 

Q. After you were denied admittance, did you observe him at 
the window ? — A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How soon after you bad called ? — A. A quarter of an hour. 

Q. Had you kept your eye on the door of the house, so as to 
see that he was not admitted between the time of applying and of 
seeing him f — A. Yes. 

Q. What time did you go to the house ? — A. About seven in 
the evening. 

Q. Did you gain admission then ?-r-^- Yes. 

<?. Did you see Mitford ?— ^. Yes. - 

Q. Now state what you observed, and al! that passed, when 
.you saw him? — A. When I went into the room where his wife was 
sitting, she said he was lying on his bed, in the next room ; 1 went 
in and saw him. — He appeared very much distressed j and said, be 
hoped we came as bis friends — I told him there was no doubt of 
thftt 'j and all Lady Perceval required of him, was to ^ve a candid 
account of what be knew of these forged letters. 

Q. What did be Veply to that ? — A. He told me that bis reasoq 
for doing it- 

Q. You say you found him in a distressed state— did be say any- 
thing of bis state or character ? — A. He said, he had committed 
himself and his reputation. 

Q. Anything else on that bead : — you said, all Lady PereevaJ 
asked of him^ was to give an explanation of these forged letters )--• 
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4l!id yoa say anything of his goin^ down with you ? — J. Yes ; I 
asked him would tie go down with us. 

Q. What did he say upon that }^A, He said he could not beaf 
.the interview — and he used this expression^ that as he had been S9 
'long accustomed to her kindness^ he could not bear her frowns. 

Q. Did you speak to him 'about the documentsin The News-^ 
aliout the forged papers, as you ^called them? — A. I asked him, 
what could have been his reason for imposing those letters on the 
JBditor of The News. 

Q. What did he say to that ? — A. He told me he saw his fa- 
mily in great distress, and he could not resist a bribe. 

Q. By Lord Ellenborough. — ^Did he say whom he had th« 
bribe from ? — A. Yes, my lord. 

Lord Ellenborough.*— O ! we shall bear that pre- 
sently. 

Q. What did you say ? — A, I asked him who offered him the 
bribe ; he said it was Colonel Bloomfield. 

Q. Did he say anything else } — A. He said he should never rise 
•gain from bis bed — ^he was in great distress; 

Q By Lord Ellenbohough. — Who was present with you ?— ► 
A. Mr. Perceval, my lord. 

Q. Did he say anything else ? — A. He jumped up from his bed, 
and with a forcible expression^ said^ ''D-mnthem all^ I willpubllih 
their names.** 

Q. By Lord Ellenbouough.— Did be say whom he meant hj 
them all ? — A. No, my lord. 

Q, What did you observe next ? — A. After a great deal of eii* 
treaty, he said, he would go down with us, and he went into the 
next room to arrange his dress. 

Q. Was there a lool^ing-glass there ?— ^. Yes. 

Q. Did he say anything on going up to it? — A, He turned 
round to me, and said, "Don*t I look horrible? — Have I any other 
appearance than that of a villain ?'* 

Q. Did he, at last, consent to go down with you to Blackheath } 
— ^. Yes, he did. 

Q, Did you and Mr. Perceval accompany him to Blackheath ?-<• 
A. Yes ; both of us. ^^ 

Q. At what time of night did you arrive ? — A. About elevea 
0*clock, I believe. 

Q. Now where did he go when he went down }-^A, Into thjB 
room occupied by Mr. Perceval as his study. 

Q. Did he say anything of what he would do that night or 
pext morning >— ^. He frequently asked what time we thoaght 
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'Lady Petrccvfll would be at borne ; and toW me he vrished Larif 
Tercevdl would leave hiui till the niomio}^, and then he would ctH 
nil. 

Q. What time of night did you leave him ?— ^. We left him 
about four or five the next morning. He lay dovrn on a bed in the 
next room. 

Q. Were you sitting up watching him ><^jf. We sat in the nesrt 
toomi the door of which opened into that where he was. 

Q, Did you see him next mdrning > — A. No, we did not j ymm 
-lay down about five or six o*clock, and when we awoke we found ha 
Was gone ; and we could not find him. 

Q, What hour was it in the morning when you made the search } 
«-^. About seven o'clock, as near as I recollect. 

^. At the time you searched for the Defendant, were the doort 
of the house o|>en ? — J. Yes, they were. 

Q. Did Lady Perceval direct you to go next morning to London^ 
to look for Defendant ? — J, Yes. 

Q. Did you go ? — J, 1 did. 

Q. Did ^ou see him l-r-J. The man told me he was not at 
home 3. and I waited till I saw him. 

Q, Bjr Lonl ELLpmoiovoa. — Wbiit tjme was it l-^J. ^bout 
five in tlie evening, my l^rd. 

Q. DU\ you ai>k him to go to Blackbeath again ?-— ^. I^did i he 
said no, he would not go. 

Q. What rea3on did ^e give for his refusal? — ^. Qe gave 
no one. 

Q, Well, what else ? — //. I asked bad he seen Lady Perqeva|« 
jlie said, '* Yes ; we have seUled it^U :'* elthvv^ I knew he had 
not seen her. 


^ Cross-examined by Mr, Cu^wooi^* 

Q. You are introduced as tlie nephe^ of a lady in t^e ho«se. — 
What Hie you yourself ?-^//i 1 am waiting for )in 0JPi>ortuisuty to go 
abroad. — 1 have been abroad before. 

Q. W^bere do you live r — 4, At jLady Pfeicev^'s. 

Q. Are you supported by Lady Perceval ? — A. "JT^, I i^ip. 

Q: You are dependent o.n her bounty ? — A, Yes. 

Q. J5y Lord Eljlenbouough. — How long? — A. Since J i?p- 
turtied, iu S«^ptemlier, twelvemonlb. 

$« Have )rou lived continually in the house? — A, Not .con* 
slinua^. 

Q. How loi% ?— ^^. Since March last. 

Q, ByLord I^leitborougu. — What was your situation abroad \ 
^A. I W9M in a miftrchant's counting-house at TeAeriffe. 
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JB. Did it ever happen to you to be sent by Lady PerceTal with 
ftqy of these paragraphs to newspHpers > — A. No, Sir. 

Q. Have yon ever copied any of them ?— if. I doQ*t thkik I 
have. 

Q. 'Yon don*t think-— why it it a remarkable circumstance— 
you must know it. — Have yoti, I ask, ever copied what you knew 
Wtts intended for publication )<— i^. I have. 

Q. Why did you not say so at once, Sir.— How many timet 
%ave you done it ?««-^. Not more than once. 

Q, D099 it happen to be known by you, that Mr. Mitford wae 
frequently employed by Lady Perceval in writing? — A, Noj^ I 
iiave beard her say-^ 

Mr. Holt. — ^I object to that question. 

Locd £ti«RNJBoaouGH.«---What isyour objeotionl . 

Mr. Holt made no answer. 

Q. Have yon ftot seen Mr. Mitford empbyed in copying articles! 
— -^. 1 have not, 

Q. Hare you not seen him and Liady Perceval together^ iabri« 
eating paragraphs ? — A. No, I have not. 

Q. Have you not seen them writing together?-*^. He may 
have written in her presence. 

Q. By Lord ELLBNBoaouGR.-*— And he may not also — that 
is no answer. — Has he ever, to your knowledge, been writing in 
.Lady Perceval's presence } — A, Perhaps letters to his friends. 

Q, By Lonl Ellenbojiougu — No pcr/mp«.— 'Have you ever 
seen hiiu writing in her presence ? — ^, I have. . 

Q. On the 4th of April were you present when Mr, Pbipps 
came in ? — A, 1 was not- — ^When Mr. Phipps came into the door> 
1 turned back into the yard. 

Q, When, before that day, had you seen Mr. Mitford there l-r^ 
A, On the Friday evening. 

Q. This being on the Sunday ? — A, Yes. 

Q, When Phipps came in, yon say, he met Mitford ?— j#. Yes | 
they shook bands, went into the yard together*, and Phipps after- 
ivards went into the bouse. 

Q. Were you present at the interview ? — A, I was not. 

Q. Mr. Phipps having left the house, you were, on the next 


* In the most solemn manner I deny Ihe assertion of this wttaMS, 
respecting my going with Malerd 4i»to t-he yard. We met in a^iMirroMr 
passage ; and he ran from me Mke a xnao who bafi been bid4«a tp keep iDi>t 
of my sight.— JEllif. 
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morning, sent to Mr. Mkford ? — A. We were— we first called on 
Mr. Phipps. 

0. You w^nt to Mr. Mitford/s lodgings \ — A, Yes. 

Q. You did not sec bim > — A. No. 

Q. When did yott see him > — A. On the Wednesday after. 

Q. Be so good as to look at the letter, sir ^-^tvere yon the bearer 
of that letter to Mrs. Mtiford ; there is no post mark on it ? — A, 
No; sir ; I took no letter. 

Q. How long was it before yon saw Mrs. Mitford at PercevaU 
lo<lge ? — A, She was there oo the Thursday following^ the 4th of 
April. 

Q. You were not present ? — A. I saw Mrs. Mitford ; but know 
nothing of the conversation. 

Q. Do you know who else had l>een there 'X^^A, I do not. 

Q. Did Mrs. Mitford sleep th^re that ni«;ht \ — A, Yes. 

Q. When did she leave FercevaHo<lge ^^-^A, The next mora* 
ing. 

Q. What time did you arrive on the Thursday night ? — A, About 
ten or eleven o'clock. 

Q. Do you know of any letter being written for Mrs. Mijtford 
to copy, to be sent to Dr. War burton \ — A. I do not. 

Q. « Was any body there, on Friday morning, not of the family, 
besides Mrs. Mitford r — A. There was a Mr. Grimani^ who went 
up to town with Mrs. Mitford. 

Q. Am I to understand you to say, you were not at the con- 
fuhation respecting sending for a man from Dr. Warburton's 
bouse ? — xi. No, I was not. 

Q. When you saw Mr. Mitford, did you observe anything in 
Ills appearance likea mad-raan >— ^. Nothing, except on the Wed* 
nesday, when lying on bis bed ; he then certainly seemed deranged. 

C By Lord Ellenborough. — ^That was the day he talked of 
the bribe ? — A. Yes, hiy lord. 

Q. By Lord Ellenborough. — ^Did he tell you how much be 
received, or with what he was bribed ? — A, No, my lord. 

Mr. John-James Perceval examined by Mr. Laws. 

Q. You are the son of Lord and Lady Perceval ^^A, Yes, I 
am. 

Q. You reside with them ? — A. Yes. 

Q. You lived with them in March and April last ? — A. Yes. 

Q. Were you in the habit of seeing Mr. Mitford, when he 
CftOie to the house ? — A. I was. 

Q. Did you see Mr. Mitford on the 31st of March^ on the day 
pi^viotts^ or the day after }-^A, No, I did not. 
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Q, 1% it likely you would see him if there ?— -uf. Yes. ' 

Q. Did you see him on the 2d of April, or the Friday > — A, 
Yes, 1 did. 

, Q. When next, after Fridey, the 2d of April, did you see him 
at your father's house ? — A. On Sunday, the 4th. 

Q, 'Sow, sir, did your mother, after Mitford arrived, come 
S«to the room where he was?-:-^^. Yes, she did ; on Sunday the 4th. 

Q. What was it she 6rst said to Defendant on coming into the 
room ? — A. She brought Mr. Phipps's paper, with the letter she 
received trom him, aqd said, ** Mitford, what haveyou been al)0|it ?*' 
He said, " What do you mean V* as if he did not know any thing 
about it. Then she said, ** Look, see, and read ;'* and gave him the 
paper. Then he said, *' I know nothing of it.'* 

Q. Did he use any })articular words, when he said that ?— ./^, 
Yes; he said^ " D-mu the the fellow, 1 never saw him but twice in 
n»y life." 

Q. Of whom was he speaking when he said, " the fellow ?"— 
A. Of Mr. Phipps, certainly. 

Q. Did he say he would go to Mr. Phipps ?»— ^. Yes ; he said 
he would go to town. 

. Q. What was your mother's observation on that ? — A. He 
need not go to town, for she had sent for Mr. Pliipps, to come down 
and he would soon be there, as it was near five, at which time she 
had appointed him. 

Q. Did he say anything about Phipps's coming down 1-^A. He 
said he could not come, for he was preparing his Monday's publica- 
tion. 

Q. Did Mr. Phipps «come? — A. I went out soon after, and met 
Mr. Phipps at the gate of the yard, the outer gate. 

Q. Was any. person with you then ? — /i. Mr. Speechley wat 
with me. 

Q. Did you remain with Mr. Speechley tliere ? — A. I went up 
pjirt of the yard with Mr. Speechley aud Mr. Phipps, and then rah 
on to announce Mr. Phipps. 

Q. Did you see Mr. Mitford ihen ? — /I. When I came into the 
room, he was there. 

Q\ Did Mitford stop till Pliipps came into the room > — A. No ; 
as soon as he beard be had arrived, he rushed past me, and went 
out of the house. 

Q. When did you see Phipps afterwards? — A. T saw him after* 
wards in the room, just as he was going into the room. 

Q. Had the Defendant, Mitford, got out of your sight before 
Phipps came into the room ? — A. Yes, be had. ^- 

Q. Did Mitford leave the room in haste } — A. He did ; he 
tevroed very much flurried^ and even left his stick behind hi»« 
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Q. Did he tldi« leive In the orimry vnjt-^J. Ko; be did 
not tak« leave of me or my mother. 

Q. Did you go uext day, by desire of your mother^ to Mr. 
Mitford's bouse ?—2f. Yes, I did. 

Q. For what purpose ? — A, To learn what be koen: of tbos« 
forged letters. 

Q. Did you A'equently, durii^ that day, make iuquiries for 
bim ? — A. Yes, we did. 

Q. Were they ineffectual ?— '^. Yes ; the landlord stud he waa 
not at bome^ and we did not see him during the whole of that 
day. 

Q. Did you repeat your yisit to Defendant's house, on Wed* 
nesday the 7tli, with Speechley ? — ji. Yes, I did. 

Q. What was the answer }^^A. That he %¥as not at home ; at 
kast, for the first two or three visits. 

Q. When and how did yau see him on Wednesday } — J. We 
Suspected that he was at home ; we watched and saw bim come to 
the window soon after we called. 

Q. Were you at length i^doiitted, towards night, to Mitford*A 
presence }^A, We were. 

Q. Was he then up, or on bis bed } — A, On bi« bed. 

Q. How did Mr. Mitford, on seeing you in that situation, first 
address you ? — A. He said, '' 1 am happy to see you — 1 hope you 
are come to comfort me.'* 

Q, Dirl be speak about bit character ^-^A. Yes 3 he said h^ 
Was a lost man, and seemed sadly distressed. 

Q. Was it then proposed to bim to go to your mother** at 
Blackbeath?-*.^. Yes. 

Q, What did he say to that ?— -^. He said, she was too good— 
he did not seem to like to come. 

Q. Did he say anything of bearing the intervieiv ? — A. He said 
jbe couJd not bear the interview — that was the expression. 

Q. Did he say anything about her frowns ? — A. Yes ; as he 
was so long accustomed to her kindness he could not bear her 
iirowns. 

Q. Did you hear Speechley ask any thing about the forged 
papers^— -«i. Yesj Speechley a<^ked what was bis reason for impos- 
tfig forged documents un the £ditor of The News ? 

Q. Npw, slowly and deliberately, tell my lord^ what he said tQ 
that }^^A, He said, he saw his wife and children starvin|^ and he 
could not refuse a bribe. 

Q. Didi^ mention who offered the bribe r — A. Yes| be men- 
tioned Colonel Bioomfield. 

Q.'Did be say anytbingj about publishing, naniea ^-^A. He taid| 
'^ D-na them, I wiU publish all their naaaes«** 
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Q« Did he mention any names ?—-i4. No» he did not, 

Q. Did he mention any peraon but Col. Bloom field, to 
whom the expresHion could apply ? — A. No, he did not, 

Q. By Lord Ellen borough.-— Did he mention .what the 
bfibe was, or when it was offered ?— ^« No» my Lord, be did 
not. 

Q. Were you present when he went to an adjoiniog room 
to a lookino; glass?— i^. Yes, I was* 

. Q. H^d he, at that time oooaented to go to Blackheath ? — 
^, Yest jwith. much entreaty, 

Q« Did you hear him say any thing, when looking at the 
glass ?— ^. No,. I don't recollect. 

Q. Did' he ultimately go to your father^s house at Blacks 
heath?— ^. Yes, he did. 

Q. At what time did he arrive there ?---^. Between 11 and 
12 o'clock at night 

Q, Did he see your mother, Ihat night ?— J. No. 

Q» Did he go to bed ?-^^. He lay down on my bed in the 
next room. He asked my leave, and 1 consented. 

Q. What time- was this ?-^ J* About one o'clock in the 
Qiorniog. 

Q. Was it by his own consent, or your pertuastoo* that he 
sat up }^^A0 By hi a own consent ; at len|;th he said he waa 
tired. 

Q. Did y^xx see htm the next oioiniag ?— ii. . No, I did noL 

Q. . Do you know what became of him ? A. No, I do not. 

Q- At what time were you up next morning?— J. Between 
sixand seven. I did not pull off all my clothes^; I lay dowa 
on the sofa. 

Q. Why did you lie on the sofa ?<*— ji4« Because he was in 
my bed. 

Q. But was there not ati6tbec bed that yon might go to $ 
— A* Yes, there was; but I thought I would stop Tor tear h^ 
should, go awtly. 

Q. You ^yf nothing of him afterwaidsr?«^il. No. 

Cross examined by Mr. Alley. 

Q. You say you were at Percev^l-lodge, when Mr* Phipps 
came there on Sunday ?— ^4. Yes. 

Q* And when Speechley and the other man were sent to 
town, to Mr. Mitforcl, on Monday?— r^. I was. 

Q. Do you recollect a letter, written by your mother to Mfs. 
Mitford, requesting her appearance at Blackheath ?— Jf. No, 
I do not. 

Q.' Were you at home on Wednesday the 7th of April ?— 
J^, No, I was not. 

F 
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' Q. Were jpu there when Mrs. Mitford- cume in ^-^A. t do 

tiot kuovr whether I wa« there, when she arrived, but I recollect 
her heiuj; there. 

Q. On the Thursday or Friday ?— vl. Yes. 

Q. Do you recoUecl a propoattion, made by jronr mother , to 
•end Mr. Mitford to the mad-bou^e?^*^« Yes. 

Q. There was) then a proposition made to Mrs. Mitford to 
send him to the ni ud- house ?*-'^« Yeb*. 

Q. It was first proposed to send him to St. Luke*s» and af- 
terwards to Hozton ? — A^ Never to St. Luke*s, but to Hoxton, 
' Q. 1 believe she objected to it, and said, Mr. Mitford would 
be angry if nhe a^^reed to it?-— ^. She objected. 

Q. It was at la8t agreed that a keeper should be sent for, 
from Dr. Warburtoirs, and that Mr. Mitford should be in no- 
uiinal custody ?«~-^; Ves, to prevent his doing* any harm. 

Q. Do you recollect any person in Court, whom you saw 
ther<? at the time ? — A. No, 

Q. Don't you s<»e any person in Court, who wrote a letter for 
Mrs. Mitford to copy } — A. No. 

Q. Wus it not proposed to send Mr. Mitford to the mad- 
house, — was not Mrs. Mitford asked to write a letter to Dr. 
Warbnrton, and did she not say she could not write the letter, 
and that some person must wpftt k fonher to copy ?— ^. 1 don't 
know. 

Q. Do you not know, from your mother, that a letter was 
written for Mrs. MitiioFd to copy ?— ^tf* Notua I necdlect* ' 

Q. Who WHS there, besides yourself, your mother, and Mrs. 
Mittord ?— ^. Mr. Speechley and two ladies. 

Q« Was there no other gentleman ?— it is a particular 
thiut^.— ^. I do not recollect, 

Q. Did not your mother request a gentleman who was pre- 
sent, to write a letted for Mrs. 'MitforA to €opy .*— i4- I do not 
know. 

Q. Did vou not hear thut it was intended to. place Mr. Mit- 
ford in nominal custody ?-^^. Yes, so far as to prevent him 
from doing any harm. 

The case for the Prosecutor closed here. — ^Mr. Cur- 
"fvooD observing, that they ought to have called Mr. 
Phipps ; a letter said to have been written by hira hav- 
ing been put in. . - 

• Vide Speecbley's "anrf Lady Percevars Goutradictory evidence on tliis^ 
point. The former dcpied being fwaseot at th» mcatiag, «n4 the latter as. 
■erted that no such proposition as ■eDOiug Mitford to Hoxton mad-house 
was ever madt by bar. 


* Mn Alley,—" Mr. Perceval, you will be good 
«nough to withdraw." [The young gentlemnn had 
seated himself beside the attorney for the prosecution.] 

This request of Mr. Alley, drew forth some marks 
of disapprobation from Messrs. Holt and Laws, but the 
propriety of the course pursued by the Defendant's 
"Counsel was 4icknowledged by 

Lord £ll0nborpu£iu, who said — " It is much' bet- 
ter for Mr. Perceval to withdraw; it n>ay prevent him 
from hearing some unpleasant observations, and will leave 
the advocate ii^ore at liberty to perform hii duty.*' 

Mr. Alley. — " That is exactly my motive for wish- 
ing Mr. Perceval; to leaye tjae Court It is evideot he was 
purposely placed in bis present ^ituation^ to embarrass 
me." 

DEFENCE. 

Mr. AtLftY*— Although I wish toavoid using one 
•word of unnecessary severity in this case, yet I am afraid^ 
HI the discbarge of my professional duty,Ishallbe obliged 
to make some observations. Which I should rather the 
son of' Lady Perceval did not hear; this, and tbis only, 
was my reason for calling on him to withdraw. 

Gentlemen,.! was about to state that I felt, and! do 
most unfeignedly feel, the deepest regret, that the task 
of defending Mr. Mitford has fallen to me. I should 
have been extremely well pleased, if I had, in the pre- 
sent instance, the assistance of my learned Friend (Mr. 
Topping) within the bar, who is leading Counsel in an* 
other case, growing out of this, but, unhappily, it was 
not in the defendant's power to avail himself of the 
legal ^ tftleots possessed by my- learned Friend. Every 
persoii must be aware of the pri4)ciple of b^ainaiiity nui 
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kindnem towards the dintreitsed, which penrad^ the 
members of the le^al profesj^lon, and which always incitet 
thfiti to step forward in defence of the unfortunate ; buti 
you know, from the rank held by my learned Friend, it 
wa« necessary that a license should be obtained before 
he coulH appf'Hr tor the defendant, and that requires a 
sum of moQ^y greatly beyond the present means of Mr. 
Mitford to advance. Under these circumstances the duty 
of contlucting the defence has devolved upon me. 

6r.>tiemen, I have been much surprised at the man* 
ner in whvctt the learned Counsel for the prosecution has 
been instructed to state bis case to you. I was sur- 
prised when he was stating a criminal offence against 
the defendapt, to hear hfm assert, that he was drivett 
from his family, and sheltered in the house of Mrs., I 
should say, of Viscountess Perceval. 

I regret ht made use of the expression and introduced 
it in the manner he has done,— because it was nei«> 
tfaer generous or just,^-^because it was not called for 
by the necessity of the case. I was also sorry te 
bear hipa eulo^nse, in such flattering terms, the sJ%a«H 
tion in life which Lady Perceval fills. This was alM 
unnecessary. With the rank of' the parties what have 
we to do ? Well, however, has the learned Gentlemen said^ 
and in this I agree with him, that it is not for ji/fstice Vis- 
countess Perceval appears here to«day, but to protect her 
character from obloquy; and in tkat attempt, you will 
presently see, she has most completely failed 

Gentlemen^ the learned Counsel spoke of three kinds 
of evidence: and the sort of proof which be adverted 
to, may do very well in his opinion, but we are not bound 
to take his defitittion. There is something more tbian be 
bas stated, necessary to justify a conviction of a' defeor- 
dnnt: it must be pkiiniy seen, that the witnesses giving 
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their evidence are h(^nest witnesses, and not partakens ia 
the guilt of those they accuse; or tbey must be coo* 
firmed, as dishonest witnesses require. And here perr 
mil <ne to observe, 'tis not the powerful .influence pf 
a powerful accuser— -*tis not the popiilar abhorrence 
of a crime— 'uor yet the iiyurious consequence^ 
resulting from the perpetration of ao offence, tiiat 
can at this day authorise the infliction of the 
law. In this happy land, happy*— because *ti^ free, and 
free«v»because the law is honestly and. impartially admi- 
nistered to the people, all is definite andjust; to eveiy 
crime its correspondent punishment is attached, and ene 
the humblest individual can be*burt in his person or his 
property, legal guilt must be ascertained by /ega/and by 
honest proof. . I use these words advisedly, and in coq« 
tradistinction to each other; for we may h^ve proof that 
is legal, and yet by no means honest. We know,, that in 
our criminal courts, a common highwayman is admitted 
as evidence against the person. whom he hfia assisted in 
committing depredations: so is the common burglar 
permitted to appear against his partners in iniquity;, so 
have the witnesses to-day been allowed to comeforward, 
but whether they are all honest witnesses the sequel must 
decide. This, how;ever, I will venture to sj^y, that too 
much integrity will not be found in the conduct of Vis- 
countess PeBceval. 

Gentle9)en> I sbfiU now proceed to cali your minds 
to the fact, as it is changed in the indictment, and to 
the circumstance from whence the affidavit made by Mr. 
Mitford originated. You have been told, that Mr. Phipps 
refused to contradict, in the ml3(.nner desUed by Lady 
Perceval^ certain par^agrapbs which j,;^Pip^aj:ed in l^i|S 
journal on the 4t:h of Aprii,tin J^be last year; and^ wfeen he 
found that such a sts^ment^asxb/s thougluthe pccasio];! 
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demanded, V!ta not drawn up, he felt it a duty, owing 
both to himself and to the public, to give to the world a- 
narrative of what had passed between him and Lady 
Perceval, and to publish^ in corroboration of that btate* 
ment, several letters, copies of which I shall lay before 
you. And why, I will ask, did Mr. Phipps do this ? Was 
it from any unworthy design ? Was it with any sinister 
tiew ? Certainly it was not; but he felt his honour, his 
character, his integrity assailed, and he resorted to the 
only means by which his conduct could be placed in. a 
fair and honest light! Gentlemen, I .thought it would 
have been my duty to cross-examine Mr. Phipps: he at- 
tends here, in consequence of a suhpoBna^ from the other 
side, and yet my learned Friends have not dar^d to^ call 
him. Such conduct. shews, that vvhich will be proved; 
it shews, that the prosecutipn is rotten at the core! But 
I shall call Mr. Piiipps, who wilj distinctly state, that 
Lady Perceval told him, her so|i would be ChjinceJlor of 
the Exchequer in the Qouxse of a few years, ajid tli^en 
should come the printer*s reward! When my learned 
Friends discovered the facts to which Mr. Phipps would 
swear, they .abstained., from calliiig upon him. What 
is the natural inference? It evidently is this, that even 
in their opinion Lady Perceval was not the witness of 
truth. Mr. Phipps, as 1 before intimated, finding that a 
full explanation, which he considered necessary, aiul 
sought, by calling on Lady Perceval at Blackheuth, \yjis 
avoided, by the latter contriving to get rid of Mit- 
ford, so that the parties could not be confronted with 
each other, conceived it absolutely necessary to give to 
the public ft narrative of the transaction. Lady Per-^ 
ceval then .fipplied for ^ rule of the Court of King's 
Bench, calling on Mr. Pljipps,t9 ^^ew cause why a cri- 
minal informajiion^ jfpr a lib^l, said to be contained in 
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his statement, should not be filed against him. A con- 
ditional rule was granted, but, when it came on to be 
argued, on^he motion that it should be made absolute, 
the court thought fit to discharge it, in consequence of 
the affidavits of Mr. Phippe and Mr. Mitford. In the 
affidavit of the latter, he made those allegations which 
are the subject of the present indictment for perjury. 

But why should Mr. Mitford make this affidavit, 
except impelled by the feelings of an honourable and 
honest man, which I say he. is, although poor? — Why, 
but from a conviction that it was right for him to 
offer every atonement in his power, for the mischief 
he .had unknowingly done to the property of Mr. 
Phipps, irt whose paper he procured the publication 
of these forged documents ?-^\Vhat else could in- 
duce him to turn against his friend, the Viscountess 
Perceval? By Mr. Phipps there was no temptation 
thrown out— no consideration was offered to influence his 
actions?-^— Why, then, should Mr. Mitford do it? There 
was no other reason (for, according to the statement of my 
learned Friend, his feelings must have been strongly in 
f^ivoiir of his ie«c/ac<re^^, Lady Perceval,) but his own 
sense of what was due to Mr. Phipps. In spite of every' 
effort to cause a departure from what was evidently his 
duty, his integrity kicked the beam, and it overleaped 
every prospect of advantage or interest, and directed him* 
to stand boldly forward in behalf of the injured printer! 

The indictment, you will find, states, that the 
defendant, intending! falsely^ corruptly, and dishon- 
estly, to get the rule, which I have before mentioned, 
diseharged, did swear that Viscountess Perceval in- 
-duced him to' procure the insertion, in Mr. Phipps's pa- 
per, of these forged letters. The subject-matter of the 
indictment is cojitained in this affidavit,— where Mr. 
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Mitfofd positively deposes, that on or about the Slsbbf 
March, he met Lady Perceval at Blackbieath, by appotht- 
ment, who told him that letters of great consequeai^e 
were to be published, and that Mr. Phippa was a pro* 
per person to entrust them with, a« he ws» m6%t likdy 
to do justice to the Princest of Wales. 

There arc, in the indictment, no less than teti 
assignments of perjury; but there is no denini of 
Lady Perceval having, on or about the 31st of Marcb^ 
seat for the defendant. There is' a: great deal of special 
pleading; much' ingenuity is mtiiffested; but this 
fact^iis not expressly denied'. The iecond issignmeiit 
states, that " Lady Perceval did* not, oil the day in ques- 
tion, or on any other day, give the defendant- letters, in 
ber hand-writing, to be oopied,-'^Hieitber did she, on the 
day mentioned, stdte that it 'was'a* dangerous expen^- 
ment." Now the allegation of the'defeadafnt, is, tb«t 
Lady Perceval said so ;-**and I think it does not .signify 41 
single farthing; whether'thd statement was on that pa^* 
ticuharday, Or on any Other. T am sure, Gentlemen^ 
when you have heard all the facts detailed, )rou wiHagree 
with me, that Lady PerceValdid SO' express hertielf, paf- 
ticulariy when you consider the dangeracts tendency of 
the letters which shall be read to you, andi^icb, by ber 
own admission, were composed by her- Tou wilLpef* 
cei ve, from one of these fetters, that she foimd fault with 
the defendant, because part of a pardgraph, transmitted tio 
hiiii for fasertion, wals left out, the proprietor of tlie pa* 
per, to whom it was given^ thinking it unsafe to publtsb 
it. The same remains will apply to the third assignraent. 
As to the 4th,aver^ing that Lady Perceval never said v^bmt 
was stated by the defendant, about John fluM; namely^ 
that the publication of these letters would rouse himt 
and make him ctamorous^-^tfais is a fact wb^ch cm only 
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be knotrn to -the parties themselves; Mr. ]\Iitford ••yi, 
that, rn a private cntetin^ with Lady Perceval, she so ex- 
pressed herself,— .be speaks to the fact: and, unless there 
. i« somelbii^ more in contradiction, than the mere evi- 
<lencetof Viseounless Perceval denying his statement, you 
must acquit him; I repeat it. Gentlemen, if there is no- 
thing more than the bare oath of Viscountess Perceval op- 
posed to the statement contained in the defendant's oath, 
^•he must have your verdK^t**— For it is a rule in law, par- 
ticuJiirlyin oaset^^pei}ufy»that, where a defendant has 
stated afact iifioniCAtb, you-^bali receive his asseveration, 
rather thmi thatoif theiplniaiifT* if the latter is not sup- 
ported by my c9ilrtat«ral evi4ence. I am, therefore, of 
opinion, thafrwe may leave out aU those assignments, and 
eoroe to that igihioh states that '' the defendaat did not 
copy these •t«ttersffr<]in> a manuscript in the hand^writing. 
of Lady Peroeval;" • Hur Ladysbip denies that the de- 
fendant copied these letters from originals in her hand- 
Wi^itiffg; btti $ke han *n0t adied^ U^qt they were not co^ 
pied; in ' h^ preseno^^f nam letters written by some other 
per^ns. Tet I think the woman who stands up to. 
accuse ' another of the crime pf perjury, should do. 
it^m the -mMt plain and unequivocal manner. And, 
if 'her ladyfetiip had alleged that w.hich I have just 
adrert^ to, I should have entertained a suspicion of the 
integrity dftey client; but, when I find there is no count 
in the iniktmeni^ setting fotthi *' that the defendant didt 
fwT copy the fetters, in Lady PercetaVs presence^ from, 
(rriginais furnished, though not written^ by her,'" I lool^ 
upon- the ^indictment as a mere special pleading efiprt^ 
-^^n eff^rt^ which^ however ingenious, will, T havQ. 
n6 doabt;iayl of sucicess. If Lady Perceval, intend- 
ing * to impose on the defendant, h^d got other 
jpretsons fed imitate her band-writing, and the .letters. 
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thus co))ici1» were placed before my client to deceive him* 
he must be extremely shallow who could imagine that 
such a subterfuge would entail the guilt of perjury upon 
the person thus unfairly dealt with; the question not 
being, whether the letters were copied from originals in 
her hand-writing, — but whether, from papers laid before 
the defendant by Lady Perceval. 

Gentlemen, we come neyit to the evidence offered in 
support of the allegations contained in the indictment. 
—So far as Lady Percevars direct examination went, she 
denied the facts sworn to by the defendant. And if her 
statement be adequately confirmed, you must receive it; 
but, in toy opinion. Lady Perceval, on h«r cross-epM^ 
mination, did not appear in a very amiable light»«— sbe 
did not give her evidence in that open^ candid* decisive 
manner, which always characterises tb^e pUu0Ss,of truths 
To the best of my recoUectipn, I asked t^r (and I i>9g 
you to remark the circumstance, for it^bews very clearly 
the nature of her evidencei,) whether she did not propoae 
to Mrs. Mitford, to send her husband to 8t, Luke's?— -Her 
answer was ''No." I, t hen d^iA^^ded whether she had 
proposed to send him to Dr. Warburton's? — Still the 
answer was " No." I kneiw ^he had made this propo- 
sition, because my client hai) 8t;ate(ji it upon oath, — and 
his deposition is at least as good a^ that of Viscountesa 
Perceval. But mark whs^t foUo^s ;:— l^er.own son, t(ie 
young gentleman who ha^ ju^t gope down from the wLt* 
ness-box, has admitted the iact» and thus contradicted 
his mother, — he swears that he was present when it was 
proposed by Lady Perceval^ to Mrs. Mitford, that her 
husband should be sent to Hoxton! 

Where, then, is thie truth—the boasted. vefacil;y of 
this lady ? — of her, forsooth, whose r^nk is called in aid 
to overpower and bear down an ui^fpictiia^te gentlenwit 
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^uped by her machinations! Oh, but *tis said the defen- 
dant has confessed his guilt! so has many a man, whose 
mnocence- has yet been proved. But let u& examine into 
thf» sbaHovv artifice, and see how the thing stands. The 
forgery having been discovered, in a moment of distress, 
surrounded with difficulties, and when the honour and 
reputation of Lady Perceval was at stake, my client, in 
return for kindnesses formerly conferred, urgently soli- 
^tted and importuned, consented to save the lady, though 
he should safcrrSce hitrtself ;' and therefore agreed, not 
drily to confess the ctime, but th add that he was bribed 
to forge the letters by a geti'tleman, whose honour and 
reputlfctron would spuni at siicfr'an act. This mention 
of a bribe ex^lainsHhe wfiole, and the venemous contriv- 
tmce is easily 6een thr6tjgh, when it is recollected, that 
the genttenaaff alltid^d to holds a distinguished situation 
in the hous^ of nhilluitrioas personage, on whom to fix 
a stain wpnW itjfinitely delight the Viscountess Perceval ! 
ft is now timfe to-^ ihquire, w'hat return Lady Perceval 
made to Mr. Mitfortl fot^'tliis generous siglf-immolation!— - 
to make her own ptoiedtibn ddubly sure, she urges him 
t6 retire to a mad-hoase; this he thinks too much, and 
refuses, his mind being at that tihie as perfect as that of 
any man that hears n\e\ fche determines to pursue her 
purpose, sends fbf his WiP^, dnd endeavours to associate 
b€r in the conspiracy a'g^liinst her husband; the wife will 
not consent, and tliefn (to usfe the lady*s own phrase) a /<?- 
gal counsel is consulted, who is directed to prepare a let- 
ter for Mis. Mitford to copy, which is to be sent to the 
governor of Whitmore house, ordering him to send a 
keeper to protect his family from the rage of this nolens 
volens raadman-^fix)m the fury of Lady PercevaVs dan^ 
gerons Inntxth^ for whoge relief, notwithstanding her love 
4br all th^ Mitford family, fehe bad hot called in the as- 
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sifttance of even the family npotbecary: however the 
keeper arriveR, my client is put into his clutches, and 
thus deprived of his liberty, the Viscountess thinks ber- 
seir 8«^cuie!— Base, unfeeling degeneracy, which baa no. 
parillt I amon;<8t the titled fair of Britain, and compels 
roe to exclaim : 

** Art* tliere no stones in Heafan, but those designed for 
thunder !" 

Gentlemen, my learned Friend has said, that he was- 
willing to let his case be judged by the conduct of the 
Defendant, after the publication took place. I am no 
less willing to let it rest on the conduct of Lady Perceval* 
She has, I know, denied all that I have asked her, re- 
specting the interview with Mr. Pfaipps; slie shrinks at 
the mere idea of her lily hand having touched the prin« 
ter 8 honest ink-stained fist. If you believe her, she did 
not call him the saviour of her family; she never men- 
tioned his future reward! But, Gentlemen, I will prove 
all this to you, totidem verbis^ as I asked the questions of 
the witness! But what can one think of Lady Percevars 
conduct, who, having Mr. Mitford in her pov^er, never 
produced him to Mr. Phipps who was so anxious to' 
Sep him, and who went to Blackheath for the purpose? 
H r Ladyship, uo doubt, thought that if Mitford and the 
printer met together, the one accusing the other, the 
whole subject of the letters would be canvassed in her 
presence, and a discovery would probably be made which 
she wished to avoid.-^Therelbre she resolved no meetinf 
should take place. 

I asked her Ladyship whether she bad taken the 

lodgings for Mr. Mitford, and ifvhether she visited bid 

late at night? She was quit^ indignant at the question 

And, after some difficulty, she stated, that Mie dttd 

^ Hot pay for the lodgings--^'' bilt/' *said sht, '^ I reeoftN 
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mended bim and his wife to the gentleman who lopt. 
the house." Tliat is to say, they would not l>e adtiHtted 
without my recommendation, and, therefore, I gave it. 
She stilted further, that she did not drive up in her 
coach to his door, sometimes, because the pavement was 
not down ; now, every body who knows Crawford-street, 
must be sensible, that it was paved a twelvemonth ago. 
It is a great thoroughfare, leading, I believe, into Baker- 
street. His Lordship, for. which I am indebted to him» de- 
manded, whether her servant always attended her in 
those visits to Crawford-street; bivt, remarkable as the 
circumstance mu^t be, she could not amwer positively. 
But, Gentlemen, she has gone repeatedly to the Defen- 
dant's lodgings, unattended, after he was in bed, and sent 
up her scribblings to him, that he might get them inserted 
in the pap^r^, I,d9. not mean to impute to her that she 
vfWi frail ; but ^ state this to shew that she was ashamed 
of her conduct, and that slie sought the obscurity of night 
to screen her from observation. If her motives were 
good, wh4t was the necessity of concealment? There 
is no secrecy in t;ruth ^ it st^nd^, before the world open 
and unabashed ; but — 

** Suspicion haunts the guilty mind.** 

Lady Percev«al thought the necessity of the, case pleaded 
her excuse sufficiently, and, therefore, went on foot^ 
unattended, because sl^e was afraid of attracting notice; 
Gentlemen, I put into the hands of Lady Perceval, 
i«>me. pampers, whiph slie ackn,owMged were of her writ-r 
ing, to which I now proceed to call your attention, comr 
menciDg with that, " When Nelson was a child ;" but, be- 
£pa:e I read it, I U^iqlf-it necessary that I sli9uld explain its 
meaniiig. Every man knows the courage of that departed 
boro„ who died in the service of his country, whose 
words Lady P.^rqev^al cj^/i^s^jiji.^ r^ppaqh^tq those whQ 
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refused to publisb some of her paragraplis in their origkial 
state; they being, it seems, more timid than her Lady- 
ship was. But, Gentlemen, she fought behind a screen; 
she was not in the forlorn hope, destined to bear the 
brunt of the engagement. No, no, my poor client was 
to mount the breach ; he was to shield her Ladyship, 
and, if the attempt did not succeed, he was to be the sa- 
crifice. All this I shall shew you, and that what he has 
done, was not merely under the direction, but under the* 
control oiF this heroic lady, who most ungenerously took 
advantage of that bounty, which the learned Counsel has 
stated her to have bestowed on my client; she wrought 
upon the unsuspecting goodness of bis heart, and ex- 
ercised the right of positive command over httw. She 
tells him, in her letters, Jto <lo this and that, and 'spe- 
cially directs him not to take any step without first com- 
municating it to her. Now, Gentlemen, 1 will read the 
letter . 

" Monday. 
"Nelson, when a child, said, * What is fear? 1 never savr 
* it.' Mr. T. would not have won the battle of the Nile, Let 
those fear who espouse a bad cause. We who contend for 
Justice for the Princess of Wales, and for our iuture Queen, 
should not flinchr— Cowards never gained the field. I wish to 
God, Mr. T ■ had been any where but /Aer« just then — and 
I hope he will have a prosperous voyage, but not a 8})eedy 
return. I would Mr. M. being a man, as he rs, of bold and 
valiant principle— of honorable, etiergetic, and chivalric (eel* 
ing, were alofie proprietor of his P i hate kutf nieasurcH, 

half arguments, half appeals to the public sense aiid heart! 
they never answered yet.' Rush upon your eneniy-^surprisei 
astound him — and terror unhorses him! 

" I shall be glad if the abortion of my letter do good.-p 
But it is vexations when a whole, so complete as it was, coil- 
nected the one part with the other, to have it mangled,— -attd 
a bit only thrown to the public. 

•* Yesterday was the very day for it — * The tide-serving 
« moment' that Shaksp— bids us watch and catch. But wliat 
Is done cannot be helped^- Another time tho'-A-p/oy no trntt^ 
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IttfiORsff— aad what Mr. T. may have no stomach for, may please 
another fi appetite ; and something of lij^hter digestion can be 
prepared for him. ■ •! am sure Mr, M . was truly distressed.— 
When Mr. T. goes into the country, will Mr, M. have the 
power then to insert at pleasure? , It is really cruel to have 
torn me piecemeal — for observe how the connection of the parts 
is destroyed by it^-How difficult to rejoin this snake, which 
woald so keenly have stung where we intended— without the 
venom being libellous. Send me back my copy^ for I have nonCf 
and i cannot re-create until I have it. 

Who, {asked Mr. Alley,) created this ? Lady 
Perceval acknowledged herself to be the author; and. 
Gentlemen, if she gave birth to such sentiments as these, 
can it be doubted tbat she would also create the para- 
graphs published in The News? Paragraphs, which bear 
the same proportion to what I have just now read, as an 
innocent dew-drop does to the most poisonous liquid. 
Her Ladyship goes on to say — 

— — — " feo, without loss of time or poet, return it to me, 
and I will see what I can do." 

That is, she would try whether she could not devise some 
other mode of using what the printer had refused to 
publish. Now, Gentlemen, mark the determined spi- 
rit she exhibits: 

" But promise me that if Mr. M. will not insert it as I send 
i| (save and except any expression that may be strictly libellous, 
— which I am sure there was none in that letter,— which 1 can 
alter,) to return it me whole: for as the cause roust not lose for 
other*s squeamishness, it should 6nd its way somehow to the 
public — but not with the sam« signature as that given to Mr. 

This is certainly new in the annals of female diplomacy 
and intrigue. One party having refused the artiple, it 
must be cooked up again, in a different way ; and, under 
another signature, it is to be given to the world. These 
passages. Gentlemen, appear to me to be the most ma- 
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'terial, and it is hardly necessary that I should call your 
attention further to the extracts which I have read from 
this extraordinary letter. Many of you, I am sure, would 
ex ruse me any further lahour; for I think you will agre^ 
wit'i me, that the person who could force upon the de- 
fendant such an epistle as that which I have read, would 
not scruple to ask him to publish any thing. I shall 
now. Gentlemen, proceed to a second letter, also di- 
rected by her Ladyship to Mr. Mitford :— 

*• Sunday. 
'* I write this ill case you should disappoint me again and 
aj/ai'i — thouo^h I hope not ; for it is of the utmost importfinoe, I 
TPpeat, to both our agency and our chivalric cause, that you 
thou id not leave me so ignorant, &c. &c. Besides, you were 
to have hrbu^ht me the letters for Mr. Downes, inclosing the 
paper I wanted to send him on my money businesses. Next 
place, f want the paragraph about Billy Austin, for I suppose 
Mr. M ■ ■ does not wish to insert it, as he has not:— on the 
contrary, 1 observe in the pap^^r of last night, an allusion and 
extract upon the same subiect— -but very tame and inefficient. 
I would, therefore, wish you to bring it back to me, that I may 
do what I like with it, and make some use of it. I would also 
be glad of the other «crap, about " God Save the K— — ." I 
beg you will get possession back of the copy of the letter pria- 
.tedy which was written in large hand/' 

Is it not clear, Gentlemen, from this language, that 
Lady Perceval was at the head-quarters, . aiding and as- 
sisting in the fabrication of various letters? The De- 
fendant certainly was, in some part, connected with 
these transactions. I am sorry he was mixied witk 
them; but he has done all he can to atone for his con- 
duct, — he has con^e forward, in spite of threats and en- 
treaties, to justify the man who was injui«d by those pro- 
ceedings. The letter, which was- writteri from tbecMH- 
try to Mr. Mitford, continues :— 

** I do not send the other which is ready,** because, since 
Mr. M— has not liked Billy A ■ , he will not, perhaps. 
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tike this; aud if I do not liee you, or hear from you, I always 
fear accidents, people changing their feelings, &c.*' 

Her Ladyship appears to be a very good isort of wo- 
man. — Nothing, it seems she dreads so much, as that 
worst of moral accidents, " people changing their feel- 
ings." 6he IS quite unwilling, when people get into 
danger, that they should save themselves by turning 
evidence against their fellows. — No, her command is, 
•* stick to your text,'dear Mr. Mitford ; never, under any 
circumstances, depart from it." The letter goes on — 

*• I do expect that aonf i« the moment of the tide serving for 
our cause* John Bull's heart is ber'a,-and his eyes are opened; 
and we must hope that if Engruhmen would championize Mrs* 
Clarke, the P- — — t.; 

(That is, ' Gentlemen, th« prostitute; I suppose Mrs, 
Clarke will not be much obliged to her Ladyship for the 
appellation.) 

** against the^ing's son, — very unjustly, and to their discredit, 
I ever thought,— those same fenglishmefi will at heart defend 
and protect their old king's niece and their young queen elect'fi 
mother. — Do, pray, answer this note, unless I shall have seen 
you ; — at all events, send me Downe's letter and Billy A ■ . 

'^ I do not suppose you will let me leave town without seeing 
you,. Can you come this evenins;-— between ten and twelve 
o'clock— you will find me returned from Fulham. 

" If Mr. M. will choose another letter for to-morrow's paper,. 
come and say so; but I do not send it without being ceriain it 
will be accepted. 

*' I can plit Billy A — —in the form of a letter, for I much 
^tsh that it should be in. The pamgraph of last nij^ht called 
forth not an atom of warm feeling. Such benevolence as that 
of the person in question, should be known, and not be misre- 
presented." 

From this, Gentlemen, it is apparent that her lady- 
ihip did not think the Defendant fit to conduct such a 
concern.— She speaks to -him, not as a partkeps criminis 

u 
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In the production of her libels, but as a mere tool and 
agent, knowing that she might shake him off whenever 
sbe pleased ! And sot in truth, she would have done, 
if it had not been for the existence of these letters. 
Fortunately, however, they were preserved,, although 
she called ou the Defendant's wife and begged her to 
burn them, which Mrs. Mitford assured her hadbeea 
done; and, at another period, I will shew, that she 
requested Mr. Phipps, when she heard he had other 
letters in his possession, to destroy them. Happily 
for Mr. Phipps and for the Defendant, these docu- 
ments are still in beings and afford a clue to the 
whole of this base transaction. Sorry should I be. 
Gentlemen, if her Ladyship's misconduct were detri- 
mental to the interests of her children. God forbid 
that the sins of the mother should be visited on that 
young gentleman who lately gare his testimony. 
But, whatever the consequences may be, however it may 
affect a family to whose abilities the country is so much 
indebted, all the circumstances of this case must be deve« 
loped, and the course pursued by Lady Perceval must be 
clearly pointed out. The next letter says,— 

" Where is the copy of the letter, for I suppose you have 
sent it now ? I have had ao Slars; you promised them to me lust 
^ sight ; pray bring them to-morrow, &c." 

He was, it seems, to have sent many of The Star newspa« 
pers to her, for ihe purpose of letting the other partiee 
connected with the conspiracy, see the progress she was 
making, and to give them an opportunity of applauding 
the wickedness which had been perpetrated i-^ 

*' You may come down this evening if you caa, to tell me all 
that has panaed Siince. I am going out at five o* clock. I must 
«ee you before Monday, if you cua. When is the other letter 
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to bt» in ? &c. I asa«r€ you we must work tbem well. If Mr. 

]\J Joes not like to |)ut it in, I wish you would withdraw it, 

that 1 may send it elsewhere. M , 1 think, neglects the 

caui»e." 

All this shews yoii, Ge»tlemen, that Mr. Mitford 
was still acting in the capacity of agent, as I have before 
observed. The next letter with which I shall trouble 
jou,says,— 

** It is very singular, that since my son left 5'ou on Friday 
evening, I have neithev heard of you nor seen you. No |uipeii& 
v««>no insertioos. I am afraid your friend M does not nu?aciy 

or wish to insert, either letter; he had much better have said 
this candidly from the first. Therefore, without fail, I must 
requite you*to bring back both the MSS, of the remarks oFtlwl 
letter; both are absolutely necesaary foiythe publicatioa of th^ 
cause," 

Thisifi perfectly cljaiacteriatic of the trawsftctiiorj. Olpw 
9erxe« Geutlenaen, her Ladyship's caution : '* Do not 
keep the manuscript; bring it back to 7«^, who. ana tb« 
Skutboar."~Wliat wottld sbe not bave given to get back 
these letters? 

" You may say to your friend Mr. M — *-, that since he and 
Mr. T object to them both, your friend directs you to re- 
turn them immedittteiy," 

Here again, the satpe expression, the sam^ feeling per- 
vades all the letters.' Lady Perceval doesnot call upon 
the defendant to take back these articles to himself, but, 
she demands that they naay be returncjJ to her, from 
whom they originally came* The letter coatinucs ; 

** I hope you have not forgotten to-morrow*« News. You * 
understand my allusion." 

On this. Gentlemen, I could make many observations, 
bu^t, as I have (lot evidence to sustain thena, I will pass 
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it orcr; for I wish not to introduce a word that I can- 
not prove. 

*• You must not come to where 1 am, but to the Green 
Man Inn, and send me a message to say you are there. I shall 
be in town early in the morniug* therefore let me hear from you 
at all events, &c." 

This is of a piece with all the rest of her letters; she 
commands the Defendant to return her the documents, 
which she had transmitted to him. Perhaps she imagined 
there was some danger, and, therefore, she orders hvm to 
restore the manuscripts!, I shall only request your at- 
tention, Gentlemen, to one other letter; but, if my 
learned friends wish it, they may have the whole of 
them read. The paper to which I allude, and which the 
proper officer will presently read to you, contains one of 
the grossest libels that ever was written, — a libel on air 
illustrious personage, and on a nobleman filling one of 
the highest situations in the state, — and, I am sure, the 
noble Judge will pardon me if I say, a libel on one of the 
best men that ever graced the judicial seat, — I mean the 
present Chancellor. The times are gone by, when this- 
inflammatory composition would be treated as some- 
thing worse than libel. But Lady Perceval ought to 
know, that there were periods in the history of this 
country, better than those of Charles or of James, in 
which no great delicacy was observed, when the produc- 
tion of such a writing would have been considered as^an 
overt act of treason. That paper t)nly I shall require to 
be re^id to you, in addition to those which I have al- 
ready noticed. I have other letters here, and I will keep 
them, but should public justice demand them, hereafter, 
tliey shall be forthcoming. 

Now, Gentlemen, let us observe a little, what oc- 
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curred immediately prior to the publication of these 
forged documents. Mr. Phipps, thinking he had got 
hold of letters really written by those great authori- 
ties, whose names they bore, and coming into his 
hands through Mitford, did not hesitate to publish 
them. And it is a circumstance which ought to be 
particularly noticed, that Mitford, when he delivered 
the documents, did not make use of any false name, 
which he certainly might if he were conscious that 
he was doing wrong. He, however, did no such 
thing; he boldly and directly mentions Lady Perceval, 
as the person from whom he procured the letters. 
Mr. Phipps, anxious to give them to the public, before 
his brother journalists, and convinced of their being 
genuine, inserts them in his paper without scruple. 
The moment he has published them, his office is beset, 
and he is informed, on all sides, that they are forgeries. 
•* Forgeries!'* says he; *'Ihave had them from a Mr. 
JMitford, and he told me he got them from Viscountess 
Perceval." But what does her Ladyship? After the 
thing has been buzzed about, she sends to London ; the 
matter is discovered, and she determines to ruin the de- 
fendant and save herself. Mr. Speechley is dispatched 
to Mr. Phipps, and her son is sent to Mr. Mitford. What ; 
to the man who had dared to impute forgery to Viscoun- 
tess Perceval? Yes, he is sent to that very man, and 
this too by his mother! When he met Mr. Mitford in 
what way did he greet him ? Did he say to him, — ** You 
have done that which was profligate and base, for which 
I shall take you by the collar." Nothing of this kind, 
on the contrary he is introduced into the audience cham- 
ber, and treated with great civility. Meantime, Speechley 
is sent to Mr. Phipps, to entreat him, for God's sake, 
merely to state that the letters are forgeries. And, when 
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be declares that he cannat, coasiAtently with his bQaour« 
do that, she writes to him as follows: 
(Sec Jppendin, No. XI.) 
No sooner does Mr. Phipps, ia consequence of thi^ 
TjQte, make his appearance, than her Ladyship, for fear 
of 1^ true rectification^ as she calls it, contrives to seod 
Mr. Mitford away. Gentlemen, the Defendant has de* 
clared it, that he did not, of his own free will, leave the 
house, — that he slept there that night, — and the next day 
his wife was sent for. He is at present the accused per^ 
son ; but, perhaps, he will have au opportunity of atal^i 
ing these facts, on his oath, in a court of justice, whea 
the parties shall have changed places. The conduct ©f 
Mr. Phipps spoke for itself, it wanted no comment. " If," 
said he to Lady Perceval^ *^ Mitford has imposed upoa 
me, let me see him here, face to face." This was the- 
proceeding of an honourable and well-inteattoned tnatu 
But Lady Perceval never rang the bell, to order her stri^ . 
vants to call up Mitford ; — ^she does not direct her son or * 
Mr. Speeehlcy to search for him, and send him in. — No,^ 
she refuses the proposition of the honest priuter, who. 
desires to meet the business fairly, at t^hat moment*, 
Tbi«, Gentlemen, would not suit her Ladyship,-^such 
an investigation, before her face, might have gone to a 
conviction of her guilty and then she would not have 
an opportunity of bringing .this accusation against the. 
Defendant. Something more followed while Mr. 
Phipps remained :-^Lady Perceval has denied it, but L 
shall prove it,-^I will prove that she asked him to burn 
letters of her's which he had, then in bis possession. 
For, when she stated the documents to be forged, he ob- 
served, " Lady Perceval, I have got other letters, of 
yours in my possession, which, compared with those 
banded to me by Mitford^ shew at once what you haVe. 
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been about/* " Dear Mr. Phipps,'* «aid her Ladyship, 
•* publish 8uch a contradiction as I have mentioned,-— 
burn the letters, and you will be the saviour of me and 
my family; in six or seven years my son will be chan- 
cellor of the exchequer, and then comes your reward.'* 
Now, my learned Friends, who know something of these 
transactions, and who have ^u^po^naed Mr. Phipps, think 
it would be dangerous to produce him, and, therefore, 
bave not examined him. But I shall call him into Court, 
and if my learned Friends gain any thing by this tiia- 
ooeuvre, which gives them an opportuhity of cross-ex- 
amining the witness, they are extremely welcome to it. 

Gentlemen, this case is of far greater importance to the 
public than to the parties immediately interested in it. 
If such fabrications are allowed to be published with im- 
punity, the Government cannot stand! — If Lady Perce- 
vml's system is tolerated, the welUordered state of society 
can no longer be maintained!— If this ** consilium sub 
Qonsilio" (to quote another of her Ladyship's phrases,) 
assembled in cabal at PerfcevaModge, — if this specied of 
petiicoQUgovernment is once known to be endured, there 
is an end to the respectability of the country, in the eyes 
df foreign states, and to the contentment and happiness 
of the people at home ! 

. Mr. Alley then returned his thanks to- Lord Ellen-'f 
borough and the Jury, for the patient attention they had 
afforded him, and concluded by calling, — 

Mr. T. A. Phipps, who was examined by Mr. CuavfcoD. 

Q. What IS your name ? — A. Thomas Adderley Phipps. 

Q. Are you the proprietor and editor of The News uewbpii* 
per ?— J. I am, sir. 

Q. Have the goodness to look at that note, which purports 
to come from Lady Anne Hamilton ; was it brought to you by 
Mr. Mitford ?— J. It was. " • 
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Q. In consequence, did 5'ou insert in your paper, on the 4th 

oF April, certain letters, purporting to be signed by the Lord 
Chuiicellor, the Earl of Liverpool, and Lord Castlerea^ii, 
brought to you by Mr. Mitford ? — A. I did. • * 

The following letter was here put in and read. — See 
Jppendix, No. V*. 

Q. From whom did you receive these {the forged) letters ? 
A. From Mr. Mitford. 

Q. Did you receive otfier paragraphs from hlra ? — A, I re- 
ceived three paragraphs in all, in Lady Perceval's hand-writing. 
Q. By Lord Ellen BOROUGH.-* Vou know herhand-writiug? 
A, i do, my Lord; 1 received three paragraphs or articles. 

Q. Having inserted these letters in your paper of the 4th of ' 
April, did you, on the saose day, receive this letter from Lady 
Perceval ?— /^. 1 did. 

The letter, dated Dartmouth-row, April 4, see Ap^ 
pendix, No. XL was here read. 

Q. Having received that letter, did you go to Lady Perce- 

val's, at Blackheath, on that day } — A. 1 did. 

Q. What time of the day did you get there ? — A. About four 
or live in the afternoon ; rather earlier, about four. 

Q. Whom did you first see, when you arrived there ? — A, I 
saw Mr. Speechley and Mr. John James Perceval in the road« 
apparently looking for me. 

Q, You went into the house, of course?— ^. I did, sir. 

Q. Which of them first saw you?*— /^. 1 came upon them 
almost before either saw me; for, not knowing where the house 
was situated, I had gone past it, and came up as if 1 was coming ^ 
from Lewisham ; they were looking for me the contrary way, 
towards London. 

Q. Did you see any person as you entered the house? — A. 
As 1 entered the house 1 met Mr. Mitford. 

Q. Were you afterwards shewn in to Lady Perceval ? — A^ 
1 was. 

Q. Who was in the room with Lady Perceval ? — i^. When 
I entered the room, there were Mr. John James Perceval, -a 
person I unHerslood to be Mr. Ilardcastle, and Mr. Speechley. 

Q. Were they present at your conversation with Lady Per- 
cev.il, or did they leave tlie room? — A. Lady Perceval desired 
Spet chU'v iuifi Hanlcastle immediately to leave the room. 

Q. liy Lord FCllenuouough. — Her son did not continue f 
' A, Her son lemuined at first, my Lord, 
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Mr. CurWood.**Now will you hare the ^odnessy without 
my puttiug it toyou, to state, slowly and distinctly, the conver- 
sation which passed between you. 

W^i/fitfM.— Lady Perceval said, " Mr. Phipps, this ia a very 
sad thing ; I know nothing of these letters." I said, *' I am 
astonish^ to hear that, for I had them from Mr. Mitford." 
She then said, ** Sure therie must be some mistake, for Mitford 
has been at Woolwich ever since Thursday last, the 31st of 
March.*' Her son was standing at the hack of her chair, when 
she turned, as if to appeal to him to confirm what she had said ; 
she did not appeal in words. I said, *' Your Ladyship must be 
mistaken, for I met Mr. Mitford not five yards from the door of 
this room, on my entrance. She then, my Lord, desired her 
son to leave the room, and drew her chair rather closer to the 
table thau she sat before; she said, " Mr. Phipps, this is a very' 
unfortunate business; these letters, must be contradicted.*' I 
said, I could not contradict them, without giving a full expla- 
nation of how I came by th'em./ I said, I had been at consi- 
derable pains and expense, by Mr. Mitford's desira, in inform- 
ing the public, by means of advertisements and hand-bills, that 
I had such letters, and that I meant to publish them, on the 
Sunday, in my paper. 

Q. By Lord Elli^nborough. — How long before the Sun- 
day, had you circulated these hand-bills? — A, Two days, my 
Lord, Friday and Saturday. 

Q. By Lord £llenborough. — ^Where did you advertise them ? 
A, In four morning papers, I believe. 

Q. By Lord Ellenborough. — What papers were they? — 
A. The Morning Chronicle^ The Morning Post^ The Morning He- 
raid, and The Dau or The British Press; but I am not sure. 

. Q. By Lord Ellenborough. — Do you know whether Lady 
Perceval takes in either of these papers?— -4. I do not know, 
my Lord. 

Q. By Lord Ellenborough. — There were also bills, you say ? 
A, Yes, my Lord; there were likewise large posting-bills, 
through the streets of London, two days previous. 

Mr. Phipps continued his narrative. — And, therefore, that 
it behoved me to give a full explanation, to the public, of the 
manner in which they came into my hands. Lady Perceval 
said, she could not account for Mitford's conduct, any other 
way than by supposing him to be insane; that he had been 
some short time before confined in a mad-house, and that she 
supposed he was ill aeain. htev son came in about this time,^ 
and she appealed to him as to the truth of this. 

Q. By Lord Ellenborough. — As to the fact of madness? 
— y#. Yes, my Lord, and he confirmed it. 

Mr. Phipps proceeded. — I said he had no appearance, to 
Uae, of being insane. She then emdeavoured, very earnestly, 
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to persuade me Simply to contradict the letters fumy paper; 
Lut I conhtantly refused, without an explanation. 1 theu said 
that the letters he had delivered to me, on the Thursday pre- 
ceding, were not the only letters and papers, or articles, in my 
poii^ession, which I had had delivered to me, in the fortnight 1 
had known him ; that I was in possession of several letters, some 
of which pnrpurted to be in the hand^-writingof her ladyship. 

Q. By Lord Ellenborough. — ^You believed them to be in 
her hand-writing?—^. I did, my Lord, and I told her so, 

Mr. Phipps. — And one which purported to be in the hand- 
tvriting of the Princess of Wales. 

Q. By Lord ElleBboroug;h. — How do yon mean purporting; 
writing does not pnrport of itself by whom it is formed ?— -4. It 
had the sit^nature C. P. and all the characteristics of a letter 
written by the Princess of Wales. 

Mr, Phipps continued. — She said, «« Mr. Phipps, they are 
all forgeries." 

Q. By Lord Ellenborough. — Have you that letter, which 
purports to be her's, as you call it, here? — A. Yes, ray Lord. 

Mr. Phipps proceeded. — •• And 1 hope you will burn them, 
(Jr deliver them up to me." She repeated this with very consi- 
derable agitation and earnestness ; so much so, that though I 
had the letters then in my pocket* 1 did not think it prudent to 
say that I had. Lady Perceval then said, she would have the 
letters contradicted in the daily papers. 1 said, with that 1 had' 
nothing to do, she was at perfect liberty to do what she pleased 
in any other paper, but that I could not insert a simple contra- 
diction of them in mine. She then endeavoured to reason with 
me on the folly of supposing that a simple coDtradiction of 
them would injure or hurt the interests of my paper. 

Q. By Lord Ellenborough.— Did she explain what she 
meant by a simple contradiction ?^<4. Merely to this effect, my 
Lord : •• We understand the letters published yesterday in TAe 
News are forgeries." 

Mr. Phipps continued. — I still persisted in opinion that it 
would, and therefore refused. She then asked me to write a 
Copy of a paragraph or two for her, to send to the papers of the 
following morning, which I did, in terms of her enditing, but 
never with any view to insertion in my own paper. She then 
said, that I had done a great deal of service to the cause of the 
Princess of Wales, and that it would materially injure that 
cause if I entered into the explanation which I said was neces* 
sar3% ^ 8**^> ^ should be sorry to do so, but tliat 1 could not 
contradict the letters without a full explanation of the manner 
in which I came by them. She then was very earnest inlier en- 
treaties, and I grew almost weary of withstanding her impor- 
tunity. I then said, I would go home and consult my friends, 
Hnd be guided by their advice how I should act She appeared 
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to take tliis as consenting to what she had been requesting of 
ine, and she took me by the haud aiui said, I was the buviour of 
herself and her family. 

Q. By Lord El leu borough. — Are you sure of this? — A. I 
swear it, my Lord. She took me by the hand and said, I was 
the saviour of herself and her familj*. Whether she rang the 
Tbell, or Mr. Perceval came in of his own accord, at that mo« 
menty I really am hardly certain, but 1 know at that moment he 
did come in, and Lady Perceval desired him to take me by the 
hand, and to vow an eternal friendship to me. She said, she 
had no doubt, but some years hence, he would fill some im- 
portant post in the administration of his country, and that then 
I shoald not be forgotten. I still persisted in refusing to give 
any promise of what should be the future line of my conduct^ 
and I then took my leave. 

Q. When her ladyship said, that Mitford had been at 
Woolwich since the preceding Thursday, did she use no express 
sion as to that morning? — A. No, sir. 

Q. She did not tell you he was then in the house ? — A. No, 
sir. 

Q. Did she express any regret. that he had gone ? — A. Sh^ 
did not mention any thing about his being gone. 

Q. She desired you to write a paragraph to contradict these 
lettei:s? — A. She did. 

Q. Do you know that she used it, in the application for a. 
rule against you, personally, in the Court of King's Bench? — 
A. I believe she did, iu the affidavit on which the application 
was founded, and 1 answered it in mine. 

Q. It is fair to apprise you, that what you have stated 
about her taking you by the hand, and calling you the saviour 
of her family, is contradicted by her; now do you mean to as-i 
sert it.^ — A, I swear it, sir, positively. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Holt. 

Q. You say, you received three paragraphs^ from Mr. Mit- 
ford, in Lady Perceval's hand-writing.^—^, i did. 

Q. Were not two of them letters.^ — A* No: one was rela^'* 
tive to the delivery of some two-penny post letters, at Mon- 
tague-house, and a second related to the Dtwhess of Bruns- 
wick's will. 

Q. They were on one piece of paper ?— Yes ; but th^y were 
different paragraphs, on different subjects. 

Q. Were not those on one piece of paper, delivered at the 
same time, and making one article?— 'A. No, sir, they did not 
form one article. 

Q. What was that which you called the third paraj^raph i^f— 
A» It was an article entitled " A curious fact." 


( 68 ) 

Q. Was it on a different piece of paper? — A. Tt was, 

Q. When was it delivered ? — A. About a fortnight after I 
became acquainted with Mr. Mitford. He was with me everj 
day for a fortnight 

Q. You mt^an to swear, tnat these three paragraphs consisted 
of two on one slip of paper, and that the other was a paragraph 
on a different piece?— *A. I do. 

Q. Did you receive the last-mentioned paragraph before or 
after the others ? — A. I do not know whether I received it be- 
fore or »f\er ; but I got them alt from Mr. Mitford. 

Q. You do not know which preceded the other?— A. No, f 
do not. 

Q. Did you ever hear from Lady Perceval, until you wrote 
to Lady Anne Hamilton, asking information from Montagne* 
house?^-A. Yes, I had three letters from her. 

Q. Were they not to order the paper? — ^Yes, they were; 
but they contained compliments I did not deserve. 

Q. One for- hertielf, one for Lady Hamilton, and one for 
somebody at Bridgwater ?— A. Yes. 

Q. Did you receive any other letter or communication au- 
thorising you to write to Lady Anne Hamilton ? — A* I should 
never have thought of writing to Lad^ Anne Hamilton, but for 
those complimentary letters just mentioned. 

Q. You wrote to Lady Anne Hamilton relative to the af« 
fiurs of the Princess of Wales }—A. I did. Sir. 

Q. And, in answer to the letter you sent to Lady Anne Ha« 
milton, you received a letter, which has been read, in Lady 
Anne's name, but written by Lady Perceval ? — A, I did. 

Q. In the letter to Lady Anne Hamilton, you made an of- 
fer of the columns of your paper, — and, in answer, received a 
letter neither declining nor accepting the offer? — A. I received 
the letter which has been read. 

Q. In whose hand-writing were the letters published on the 
4th of April ? — J. In Mr. Mitford*s hand-writing. 

Q. I see you have sworn, that^ at the time you received the 
copies of those forged letters from Mitford, he informed you that 
he received the same from Lady Perceval.^ — J. He did so. 

Q. Now, sir, I abk you, on your oath, did you iK>t tell a 
different story, and make a different statement from this, at a 
former period ?— i^. Never, sir. 

Q. Now, sir, I ask you, did you not tell Lady Anne Hamil- 
ton, on Sunday, the 4th of April, (and she is here this day) that» 
at the time Mitford gave you these letters, he stated, that he 
bad copied them, in the presence of the Princess of Wales, from 
originals in her hand-writing, — and she talked so much, that he 
feared he had made many mistakes in the transcript ?--^l. He 
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did say^ that he copiecl thera in the presence of the Princess of 
Wales; but he was always consistent in sayinghe^o< theno from 
Lady Perceval. 

Q. He told you, then, that he copied them in the presence 
of the Princess of Wales, whose talking confused him ?— -A. He 
did tell me so at first,-— at the time when he delivered the let- 
ters. 

Q. Did you say to Lady Anne Hamilton, that, when he put 
those letters into your possession, he told you he had received 
them from the Princess of Wales, and had copied them in her 
presence ? — A. He never said he got them from the Princess of 
Wales. 

Q. That is no answer. Did you tell that to Lady Anne Ha- 
milton?— A. I believe not. 

Q. Will you swear it ? — A. I do.— 1 could not have told her 

80. 

i. Q. Did you not, in your paperof the 11th and 18th of April» 

state, in excuse for the publication of these letters, that Mitford 
• had copied them in the presence of the Princess of Wales?— -A* 
I did, but I had not seen Mitford then. 

Q. How then can it be true that he copied them in Lady 
Perceval's drawing-room ?— A. He always said he had. received 
them from Lady Perceval. 

Q. Then I am to understand, that the first account he gav6 
was, that he copied the letters in the presence of the Princess of 
Wales, and that she gave them to him ?— A. Certainly not. He 
always stated that he got the letters iTrom Lady Perceval. 

Q. You do not understand me. — Did you not publish that 
he received them from the Princess of Wales?— A. I never did, 

Mr Holt here desired the Witness to read an ex- 
\ tract from The News of the 11th of April, which he did 
as follows : 

** On delivering to me these lettters, Mr. Mitford stated 
that he was directed by the Princess of Wales to give them to 
me for the purpose of publication, and that they were to appear 
in TA« iVi^ti^f of the Sunday following.*' 

Witness. — This Mr. Mitford stated to me; he expressed a 
wish to have the minutes he had given me returned to him, to 
make such corrections as they required ; having told me that 
' he copied them in the presence of the Princess of Wales, while 
ahe was talking to him, and that her noise probably occasioned 
him to make an error or two. 

Q. You also published a statement in The News of the 18th? 
— ii. I did. 
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Mr. Holt tlere handed to the witness the paper of 
April 18, aiid lie began to read a note subjoined to an ar- 
ticle on the subject of these letters, commencing — ^**Mr. 
Holt cites no authority for this bold assertion;" and go- 
ing to state — *• that Mr. Mitford informed him (Mr. 
Phipps), he had been honoured with several audiences by 
the Princess of Wales, and that he copied the documents 
H^hich had been called forged in the presence of her Royal 
Highness r when he was stopped short by Mr. Holt, 
who proceeded with the examination. 

Q. If, 14 days after this business you thus expressed your- 
self, how could you subsequently state, that Mr. Mitfoi-d ^ot 
these letters from Lady Perceval, in her drawing-rmmi ? — 
A, Mr. Mitford always said, he copied tlieni in the presence of 
Lady Pert'eval. 

Q. You have said, in the presence of the Princess of Wales? 

Lord Ellenborough, — Lady Perceval might be 
present with the Princess of Wales. 

Q. Did Mitford say. Lady Perceval was present ?-^^. He 
always said slie was present, 

Q. Do you speak with respect to one and the same copy, or 
to any other ? — A, 1 have, sincq been told by Mitford, that there 
«rere several copies. 

Q. Did Mitford tell you, that Lndy Perceval was with the 
Princess of Wales, in her room, when this particular copy was 
made ?— I do not know whether it was at the Princess of Wales's 
or not; 1 cannot say, whether it was at Montague-house, or 
Dartmouth-row. 

Q. Did you not tell Lady Anne Hamilton, that Lafdy Per- 
ceval was not present when the copy was made ? — A. 1 could 
not tell her that. 

Q. Did you not tell Lady Anne Hamilton, that Mitford, in 
the last conversation you had with him on the subject, never 
made any mention of Lady Perceval's name? — A» I did not. 

Q. Did you, in any of your publicatioos,' from the 4th of 
April, state Lady Perceval to be the author of those forgeries, 
until she applied for the injunction in the Court of Chancery ? 
— i4. I was afraid to do it, as I had no evideuqe, though 1 be- 
lieved her to be the author. 
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Q. Do youswear you told l-ady Anne Hamilton, that Mit* 
ford infornied you, that Lady Perceval wus present when he got 
these letters? — A. I did tell her so. 

Q. Did not Mitford brinj^ yon, at the same time that he^ave 
you the letters for pubhcation, another purporting to he from 
the Princess of Wales ? — A. Yea, here is the letter; Mr. Mit- 
ford delivered it to me, and said Lady Perceval had delivered it 
to him. 

Q. Before the letter was emhlazmed in this book, [the letter 
was fixed in a 4to. volume, The Life of Sir Walter Raleigh,] did 
you not shew it to Lady Anne Hamilton, and did not she tiuy it 
was a forgery ? — A, No, sir; she said it was impossible to give 
a decisive opinion on her Royal Highnesa's writing, for she 
wrote twenty different hands, and even condescended to imitate 
her's. 

Q. This yon swear ?—^. I do. 

Q. Did not Lady Anne Hamilton produce a letter, with 
which she compared it, and then say it was a forgery ?-— A. She 
shewed me one or two letters, and some French songs, written 
by her Royal Highness, and we both compared them ; 1 thought 
there was a considcralile resemblance, but she did not. 

Q. Did not she say it was a forgery ?— A, No, she said that 
the letters " C. P.*' were certainly different from her Koyal 
Highness's general signature. 

Q. Did you not likewise produce another letter, directed to 
Lady Anne Hamilton, and coming from Mr. Mitford ? — A» I 
did, sir. 

Q. Can you produce it?— A. Yes, sir, here it is. 

Q« On receiving that letter, which addresses her as an ac- 
quaintance) did ^ot Lady Anne Hamilton say that she knew no- 
thing of Mr. Mitford, that she had never seen him in her life? — 
A. She did, sir. 

Q. She examined the letter ? — A. She did, I put it into her 
hand. 

Q. Was not Mitford very anxious to get back the letters in 
his own hand-writing, delivered to you? — A. Never, sir, he ne- 
ver asked me for one. 

Q. Did he not require the three forged letters, which were 
in his own hand-writing? — A. He said, he was desired to take 
them back. 

Q. Did he get them?— *A. Yes, he did. 

Q. Did not Speechley come to you, on Sunday morning, 
the 4th of AjKil, to tell you, that there was a mistake, and the 
letters were forgeries? — A. He never told me they were for- 
geries. 

Q. What did he tell you ?— 'A. That Lady Perceval knew 
nothing of them. 
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Q. By Lord Ellenbwough.— This was before yoa wrote 
your letter to her? — A. No, my Lord, afterwards. 

Q. In your coaversation with Lady Perceval, m her draw- 
ing-room ? — Witness: I was not in her drawrng'Toom^ I saw her 
in the hntler's pwniry. 

Q, No matter. At the time you spoke with her, in her 
house, did you tell her, that when Mitford delivered the letters 
to you, he informed you, that he received them from her lady- 
ship?— A. I swear it. Mr. Mitford always said he got them 
from her, and copied them in her presence; he always mad« 
use of her name. 

Q. Do you mean to say, that on Sunday, the 4th of April, 
you told her ladyship, that the letters came from Mitford, who 
told you, that he received . these identical letten from her ? — 
A. I did tell her so. 

Q. Was any person present when you said this ? — A. There 
might be: young Mr. Perceval was in and out; but I cannot 
speak positively. 

Q. If, on the 4th of April you told her this, why did you 
state, for two months afterwards, in your paper, that they were 
copied at Montague-house, before the Princess of Wales ?-^ 
A. Mr. Mitford always said, he copied them in the presence of 
the Princess of Wales, but that Lady Parceval was also pre- 
sent. 

Q. In the statement contained in your paper you say, ** that 
the letters were copied in the presence of the Princess of Wales 
by Mitford, who was directed to give them to you for publican 
tion, on the following Sunday ;*' nere Lady Percevars name is 
not mentioned : when, then, did you £rat make the charge, that 
Mr. Mitford had received them from Lady Perceval, who di^ 
rected thetn to be brought to you ?— A. Mr. Mitford told me, 
that he copied the letters by the direction of Lady Perceval^ 
who afterwards gave them to him for the purpose of publication* 

Lord Ellenborough.-— You are asked, how soon afler the 
publication of these letters, did you implicate Lady Perceval 
in this charge ?-— A. Immediately after I received these letter* 
from Mr. Mitford. 

Q. Did you say a word about her ladyship^ till the applica- 
tion was made to dissolve the injunction in the Court of Chan- 
cery ? — A. 1 believe not, for I was afraid ; I had no evidence* 

Q. You were not afraid to state, that the letters were copied 
In the Princess of W^ales^s presence, and that her talking con- 
fused Mr, Mitford? — A. No, sir, because Mr. Mitford told 
me so. 

Q. Did he not also say, that he received the letters from Lady^ 
Perceval ?^«-A. He always told me, that he received them from 
Lady Perceval. 
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<?. But you never stated it } — A. Her ladyship denied it on the^ 
Monday. 

Q. Did you tell Lady Perceval distinctly that you received the 
letters from Mitford, and that he said he got them from her? — A, 
I did. 

Q. Did you also make the statement relative to the Princess oi 
Wales to her? — A. J did. 

Q. Is tWs letter yours ? — A. It is : — See Appendix, No. X. 

Q. Was it not in consequence of this letter, written by you to 
Lady Perceval, on Sunday mornint^, that you received another 
letter from her, on the same day ? — A. Yes. 

Q. Now, in that letter is there a single word, importing that 
Lady Perceval or the Princess of Wales knew o( these letters ? 
is not Mr. Mitford alone mentioned ? — A. A general feeling/of that 
description pervades the letter, although there is no particular ex- 
pression. 

Tlie letter from Mr. Phipps to Lady Perceval, was here 
put in and read :-^See jippendix. No, X. 

Q. By Lord Ellenborough.— This letter was written oq 
Sunday morning, ait Six o'clock ? — A, Yes, my lord. 

Q. By Lord Ellenborough — You had not seen Speechley 
then ? — A No, my lord. 

Ijord Ellenboroctgh. — ^Then it is evident that this let- 
ter was written under an impression, that Lady Perceval had 
£iome connection with the documents published that morn* 
ing. 

Q. When you went to Lady PercevaPs, you say you met Mit.- 
ford coming out of the yard ? — A. Yes. 

Q. Did you shake hands with him? — A, I dou*t think I did; 
but I cannot swear it. 

Q. Did you retire into the yard with him ?— /5^. I did not j h^ 
seemed to wish to run away from me. 

Q. Did you accost him ? — A, I said, Mitford, you are the very 
man I want to see ; he did not utter a word, but made a motion 
with his hand, as much as to say, *' go into that room,'* and away 
be went, — I saw him no more. 

Q. Did youever tell Lady Anne Hamilton, that Mitford, in bit 
last convei'sation with you, when he delivered the letters, never 
once mentioned the name of Lady Perceval ? — A. I told her, that 
I received them from Mr. Mitford, who informed me^ that he had 
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received them from Lady Perceval^ with directions for me t»<pub«r 
lisb them. 

Q, This you assert ? — J, I sfrear it. 

Q. When you saw Lady Perceval, she told you they were for^ 
series? — A. Not at first ; she said she knew nothing about them | 
there must be some mistake. 

Q. Did not you ask Lady Perceval to befriend you and your^fo* 
mily?— ^. Never. 

Q. Did you not tell her, that the more papers the letters were 
contradicted in, the better ? — J. No, I did not 3 1 was unwilling 
that they should be contradicted. 

Q, Did you ask Lady Anne Hamilton her opinion as to the au- 
thenticity of these letters }-—A. I did. 

Q. WUat did she say in reply to that } — A. She itaid, there was 
nothing on the face of the documents to induce her to supp<>se thef 
were not genuine, if I were sure I had them from Mr. Mitford. 
She likewise said, that the circumstance of her name being to thedi 
was no proof to her that they were not genuine letters ; because 
Lady Perceval had a carte blanche to use her name in all the concerns 
of the Princess of Wales ; but she said she knew nothing of themt 

Q, You are positive of this ? — A, I swear it. 

Re-examined by Mr. Curwooo. 

Q. You have been asked, did you not get articles in the hand* 
writing of Lady Perceval, and you have answered that you did ) 
—J. Yes. 

Q. They were not on the same paper ? — A. No, they were not. 

Mr. CuawooD. — ^I see they were not ; for the paper 01^ 
which the two parag^phs are written, is not of the same size 
with that containing, A Curious Fact. 

fFitness\ — I would not publish so scandalous a libel as 
that you have just named. 

[The paragraph intitled A Curious Fact, was here put 
in and read: — See Appendix.^ 

Q, By Ijord Ellenborgugh. — Was that paragraph inserted 
in the paper ? — A, No, my lord j 1 refused to insert it. 

Lord £llbnboro06H. — 'It ought to be honied. 
[The other two paragraphs were next read : — SceAjppcn^ 
.^ir,No.VUO 
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fFitness.-^ These paragraphs I received from Mr, 
Mitford. 

Q. By Lord Ellskborougk. — Were tbcy inserted in the pa- 
per } — A. They were, my lord. 

Q. You h»\'e been examined as to a supposed contradiction.-— 
I think you told me, that Mitford said he had copied these letters 
ia the presence of the Princess of Wales, Lady Perceval being also 
present ?-^^. That is the fact } he always said so. 

Q. She might have been present, and handed the copy over to 
him } — A. Certainly. 

Q. Did you shew Lady Anne Hamilton the note, purportii^ to 
come from her, on the subject of the offer of your columns ?-<^^. 
I did. 

Q, What did she say ? — A. That Lady Perceval had authority 
to use her name ; but she was averse to what her ladyship was do- 
ing in the newspapers : it was contrary to her feelings. 

Q. Did you represent to Lady Hamilton, that you got these 
letters from Mr. Mitford ; and that he said he had received them 
from Lady Perceval ? — A, I did. 

Q. You say, that though you believed Lady Perceval to be the 
author of these letters, yet you were afraid to publish your senti- 
inents, from want of evidence? -^A, I was afraid to publish theia 
in my paper, on that account. 
^ Q, You believe her now to be the author ? — A, I do, firmly. 

[Tbr§^ letters w«re here put in and read. — ^They were all 
addressed to the Defendant. The first, commencing, 
** When Nelson was a child—'' 5 the second, *^ I write this, 
in case you should disaj^int me again and again, — *' ; and 
the third, complaining of not having seen him for some days, 
—See ^j^endiv.'] 

Mr. Aljlbt. — My Lord^ I rest my case here, 
Mr. Holt. — ^I call Lady Anne Hamilton to contradict 
the last witness. 

Lady Anne Hamilton examined by Mr. Holt. 

Q. Your ladyship, in April last, was one of the ladies of the 
bed-chamber to the Princess of Wales ? — A, Yes, I was. 

Q. Do you recollect a person of the name of Phipps calling on 
7our ladyship, on the 4th of April, ia§t year ?— ^. Ye». 
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Q. Did he pro<1ucc any papers ? — J. Yes j they were printed m- 

his newspaper of that day. 

Q. Did you read those papers ? — A, I did, at last ; hut not 
«t first. 

Q. Wljen yon read those letters, what did you tell him? — A, I 
said, 1 WHS convinced they were all forjreries. 

Q. Did rh'pps tell you from whom he received them ? — J. I 
caiM'ot recollect. 

Q. But you will recollect, if you think a little?—^. [After a 
pause] — He said Mr. M it ford gave them to him. 

Q. Did he tell you from whom MItford, when he gave him the 
letters, represented he had received thern ? — A. No. 

(J. I am not understood. Did he tell you from whom Mitfurd 
said he had received the letters ? — A. I think he did. 

Q, From whom? — A. He said, Mitford had copied them at 
Montague- house. 

0. And from whom had he received them ?— -4. That he had 
got them at Montague house, was what Mr. Phipps told me. 

j5. Did Phipps say. that Mitford had received .them from any- 
hody at Montague- house ?—^. No j he said, that Mitford copied 
them,, in the presence of the Princess of Wales, at Montague- 
house. 

Q. Did Phipps add any particulars, as to the manner in which 
Mitford copied them ?— -rf. That Mitford said, he was very much 
alarmed writing in the presence of so great a personage. 

Q. Di(l Mr. Phipps make any mention of Mitford's having re- 
ceived the letters from any other individual than this illustrious 
personage : did he mention Lady Perceval r — A, I asked him if he 
was sure it was from Mr. Mitford he had receive4 the letters. 

Q. And did be say, that Mitford had brought them from Lady 
Perceval }—A, Now I recollect, he never once mentioned Lady 
Perceval's name in this last conversation. 

Q. You mean, that Phipps said, that, in his last conversation 
with Mittord, the latter never mentioned Lady Perceval's name ?— 
A. Yes. 

Q. Your ladyship then is quite sure, thut Phipps said Mitford 
told him, that he copied the letters at Montague- house ; that he 
was alarmed whilst he was so employed j and that he never men- 
tioned L'^Ay Perceval's name } — A. I am : and when he was asked, 
whether Mitford said he got them from Lady Perceval, he answered 
'* Ko :" on the coutrary, Mitford never named her ladyship. 

Q. Tlien you are sure that Phipps did not tell you, that Mitford 
bad got the letters from Lady Perceval ?—^. I; am sute I have 
stated exactly what he said. 

Q. Look at that letter j do you recollect Phipps putting a lette* 
iato your hand, purportiug to come from .Mitford l-^A, 1 do., 
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Q. You told faim you never bad any correspondence with Mr. 
Mitford ? — A, I did, directly or indirectly. 
Q. Is that the letter ?—^. It is. 

[Tlie following letter from Mr. Mitford to Lady Anne 
Hamilton was here read : — See Appendix, No.VIIL] 

Q. You nev<;r corresponded with Mitford, or 8aw him in your 
life, till that letter was put in your hand ? — A, Never. 

Q. Did Mr. Phipps put another letter in your hand, purporting 
: to be written by the Princess of Wales ? — A, Yes, he did. 

Q. Did you give him any opinion as to the authenticity of thai 
letter ? — A. I told him I was quite sure it was a forgery. 

Q. Did you give any reason why > — A, It was totally unlike her 
royal highness's hand-writing. 

Q. Did your ladyship tell Phipps, that her royal highness wat 
accustomed to write twenty different hand3, and had often conde* 
scended to imitate yours ? — A. I never said so. 

Q. Did you ever tell Phipps that you gave Lady Perceval a 
carte blanche to use your name in the affairs of the Princess of 
Wales ? — A. Never. 

Q. Did you, in fact, give her a carte blanclie ? — A, Never but 
on two occasions. The one, to order the paper for me, the other 
to refuse the offer o? Mr. Phipps*8 columnsj positively, but civilly. 

Q. Did your ladyship ever state any doubts of the authenticity 
of the letters shewn to you ? — A. Never, after I read them. 

Q. Did you tell Mr. Phipps that you disapproved of Lady Per- 
ceval's connection with newspapers ? — A, No, sir. 

Q, Nothing to that effect ? — A. Not that T can recollect. 

Q. Did Mr. Phipps represent to you, that Mitford said he had 
often been at Montague-house } — A. Not the word often ; but that 
he had been there, and copied the letters in her royal highaess*6 
presence. 

Cross-^exdmined hy Mr, Curwood. 

Q. In the month of April last, your ladyship was one of th« 
ladies of the bed-chamber to the Princess of Wales ? — A. 1 was. 

Q. I do not know whether that situation requires a great deal 
of attendance about her person ? — A. I lived in the house. 

0- Your ladyship, of course, is acquainted with Lady Perce- 
val ?—^. Yes. 

Q. Did you visit much at Perceval-house ? — A. Sometimes. 

Q, Did it happen to you to know, that Lady Perceval was ia 
communication with the newspapers, on the subject of the Princesf 
pf Wales's affairs ? — A. I cannot say it did. 

Q. Can you say it was not known to you ? — A. It was not. 

Q, [Exhibiting a letter], do you know Lady Percevars ban(l«- 
writing \ — A. I think that is hers. * 
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Q. Now liflire jon not given authority to her to use your name^ or 
have you giveu her a carte blanche ?— A. Never 3 except on two 
occasions. 

Q, Once to order The News, and once to refuse Mr. Fhipps't 
oflTer ' — 'A. Yes. 

Q. Why did yoif not write these letters yourself? — A, On the 
first occasion, L#iidy Perceval \ra8 writing for her own paper, and I 
requested her to write for me. On the second, I was in a hurry, 
and requested her to write a civil refusal of Mr. Phipps's oier, just 
as if I declined gwng to a party. 

Q. Then if she wrote, accepting that oStr, sbft acted contrary 
to your directions } — A. Certjrinly. 

Q. And was guilty of » gross hreach of trust ? — A* Certainly. 
If I had seen the letter I never would let it have gone. 

Q. You did not see it then, before it was sent ? — A. I did not 
see it tiil it was pnhUslicd. 

Q. Is that Mr. Pbip)»s there ?— ^i. I helreve it is. 

[Mr. Phipps was sitting within three feet of her lady- 
ship] . 

<?. Yon are not certain } — A. No, T am not. 
0. By Lord Ellenbo rough. — Did you ever see that letter ?— 
A* Never. 

Lord Ellevborough. — ^Then let it be read j to sec 
whether you would have given it your concurrence. 

. [The letter written by Lady Perceval, to Mr. Phippsi in 
hoiiy Anne Hamilton's name, was here read : — See Alppen^ 
diXy No. v.] 

Q. By Lord Ellekbo rough. — ^You never authorized that let- 
ter ? — A. Certainly not, my Lord. 

Q. By Lord Ellenborough. — These are not your sentinwnts, 
of course? — A. 1 would. not have let the letter go, if 1 had seen 
it. 

Q. As you are not quite certain of Mr. Phipps's person, perhapf 
you may not he quite certain of the tenor of his conversation ?— 
A» I think I recollect what passed. 

Q. Did he shew yo«i the letter he just read ?— -.4. He did not. 
. Q. What did he say when he introduced himself?— ^> He' 
asked if I ha»l seen a letter in his paper. The News, of that Morn* 
ing, signed with my name ? I asked hy what authority I was ques« 
tioned? — he then ,<ltcl«red himself, and pointed out the letters. 

Q. Did you at once say that they were forgeries ? — A, He did 
not give me time ; he sui prised me by the letter which he gave ms^ 
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ivom Mr. Mit^d, and by observing that iie bad oiber ktters tii 
shew rae ^ but at last I said they were forgeries. 

Q, You bad no conaeccion with these letters ? — A' None what* 
4ever. 

Q. Did Mr. Phipps not mention the name of Lady Perceval >— 
A. I cannot recollect. 

4- Did Mr. Phipps not inform 70a tb«t Mitford -said Lady Per« 
ceval had given him the forged letters ? — A, 1 do not recoilect. 

Mr. CuRwooD. — But you should recollect; you come 
here expressly to contradict a witness^ and tlierefore should 
recollect. 

Questioned by TuOvA Ellenborough. 

0. Did you see any advertisement respecting the publication 
of letters said to have pas8e<l between you and Lords Eldon, Liver- 
pool, and Castlereagh ?— ^. No, my Lord, I did not. 

Q. What paper do you take in }—A, The News ; 1 don't take in 
a:)y daily paper. 

Q. Did Mr. Phipps say he received these Jetters from Mr. Mit- 
ford?— -rf. He did. 

<?. Tiiougb you only take in The News, Lady Anne, you might 
see the mornipg papers : they are generally laid on the breakfast 
tables in great families > — A. I saw *all the papers when at the 
Princess of Wales's 5 but none, except The News, at my owa 
house — 1 live very retired. 

0. And you did not cast your eye upon any advertisement re- 
specting the puhlicatlon of these letters? — A. I did not, my lord. 

Q. Then you had no i<lea that Mr. Phipps was about to publish 
such letters on that day ? — A. 1 had not, my lord. 

Mr. Holt. — I have reason to think, my lord, that it 
was a mere general advertisement, announcing an intended 
publication of letters, but not stating any reason. 

Lord Ellenbokough.— Mr. Phipps, what were the terms of 
your advertisement ?— ^. I believe they were general, to the best 
of my recollection. 

Mr. Alliqt. — May it pkase your Lordship— Gendcmen 
»f the Jury, — 

On' the new evidence which has been adduced, I 
have a right to make a few observations) but, at this fate 
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hour of the night, I shall not trouble you with many remarks : 
indeed^ I think it would be quite unnecessary, if it were a 
much earlier hour; for you, who are men of understanding, 
who are perfectly competent to decide this case, will not be 
carried away by any effort of mine, — you wiU advert solely to 
the evidence which has this day been examined ; and no 
one can doubt but that your veniict will be correct. 

Gentlemen, if I wanted any assistance to support the 
case of my client, I have found it in the act of my learned 
Friend, who called the last witness into the box. And I beg 
of you to mark the distinction between her evidence and that 
of Mr»Phipps. — ^The latter, like the witness of Truth, speaks 
promptly and decidedly ; the former spraks with hcsitatioa 
Aiid^ uncertainty. Would you, Gentlemen, take away the 
character of an honest man on such testimony. Would you 
entirely ruin an individual, already much oppressed, on so 
weak and rotfen a foundation ? — One word more. Gentle- 
men, on a point which fixes the rope round the neck of this 
prosecution. The witness. Lady Perceval, had the audacity, 
in that box, to state, that she wrote by Lady Anne Hamilton's 
desire, the letter to Mr. Phipps, which has been read. What 
.does Lady Anne Hamilton say ? She tells you that it is ab 
impudent and audacious falsehood ; and that the letter wai 
a gross breach of integrity on the part of Lady Perceval. 
Gentlemen, I shall say no more : I leave it to your good 
sense to decide, whether such a person can be considered 
the competent accuser of the good fame and character of 
another ! 

Mr. Holt. — ^May it please ypur Lordship— Gentlemd^ 
pi the Jury, — 

At so late an hour of the day, \ should be sorry, to. 
fatigue you by any observations, except such as arise naturally 
from the evidence before you : I contend, that the case oft^ 
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the part of the Crown b unimpeached ; and that the attempt 
to defend perjury is supported on the basis of perjury itself ! 
My learned Friends have not rebutted the charge, that the 
Defendant has sworn falsely in his affidavit; but, by infer- 
ence, they endeavour to weaken the testimony delivered 
against him. They put letters and paragraphs into your 
hands, and tell you, because Lady Perceval wrote them — ^be-» 
cause she wrote letters, in confidence, to the Defendant, 
that, therefore, she authorized him to publish these forgeries ! 
But that this was not the case is shewn by the testimony of 
Lady Perceval — by the corroborating evidence of three wit- 
nesses 5 and, more than all, by the confession of the Defen* 
dant himself 1 

Gentlemen, how monstrous woiJd the principle be, if it 
were tolerated. — How monstrous would it be, if, because I* 
have confidential communications with a person, I must^ 
therefore, bd considered as a participator in his evil actions ! 
Is it a fair or just conclusion, because Lady Perceval employ- 
ed Mitford to hand paragraphs to a paper (paragraphs which 
no man laments more than I do), that, merely from this cur- 
cumstance, she must have been privy to the letters which he 
gave Phipps to publish ? 

Some gentlemen, we recollect, some years ago were tried 
for high treason, in a nmghbouring county*; it came out in 
evidence, that a part of them were in communication with 
some of the most virtuous — some of the best men In society. 
But, though these individuals were known to have been in 
correspondence with the accused, no man ever thought of 
communicating any portion of the mfamy of their guilt to 
persons, whose minds were far as the poles asunder, from a 
contemplation of a base or wicked action ! — ^Who never even 
suspected the guilty wishes which were harboured in the 
hearts of those misguided men ! 

♦ Trial of Col, Despard and others, in Surry. 
1* 
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Gentlemen, is not the case of Lady Pteroeval of a similkr 
kind? It is true, she was in comiavnication with theDe^ 
fendant, and he took some paragraphs to the papers for her ; 
but is it on thii account, that all the subsequent actions, 
however wild and visionary,' however scanddons and hnpro- 
per, of this man, ar« to be attributed to her f 

Gentlemen, the only evidence which my learned Friends' 
have brought fcMward to meet the case, consists of those kmd' 
cf inferences and presumptions, drawn from the most slight 
and unstable premises. If you leave out these, we have no-^ 
thing but the testimony of Mr. Phipps. — And, Gentlemen/ 
ean you believe that man, when his statement is contradictecP 
in every point, by Lady Anne Hamilton. He s^'opc, thaf 
tie lettei's were received by him from Mltford, who toH him 
that Lady Perceval had given them to him, and that he 
stated this to Lady Hamilton. — ^But she told another storjr.* 
Her statement was quite different : and imputes to him Ae 
blackest perjury ! She informs us, that Phipps declared' ta 
her, that Mitford stated he had copied these- letters in the 
presence of the Princess of Wales, at Montague-house ; that^ 
her Royal Highness, by talking, confbsed him ; and therefbrer 
lie was afraid of some inaecuracies. Did Phipps say, tfcail 
Mltford observed to him, that he received these letters from 
Lady Perceval ? — ^No, answers her ladyship ; Phipps said that* 
the name of Lady Perceval was not even mentioned in thef 
last conversation with the Defendant. / asked Mr. Phippit 
whether Mitford really told him, that he received the letter* 
from Lady Perceval when he delivered ? — He answered inf 
the afBrxnative. And the question very naturally IbHbwed^ 
if you Tinew this fact, why did you not say so all along ?;— »< 
Why did you go on, for six or eight weeks, with a dififercnf! 
account } He stated, that he did not naake the citcumstanc^ 
public from fear ! But, (Jentlemen, do you think this marf 
can fear anything ? If he dared to accuse the. Princess of 
Wales of a knowledge of thes^ letters, must not his assertion. 


< 83 ) 

that be refrained fwm disclosing a fact, through fear of Lady 
Perceval, appear conapletely false ? But I put it to him, and 
the thing is most evident, that until an injunction was ob- 
tained, and not till then, did he talk of accusing Lady Per- 
cevaU This, however, is not the only contradiction his 
evidence has met with from Lady Anne Hamilton. — She 
has, in fact, contradicted him, sentejice by sentence, para- 
graph by paragraph, through the whole book and volume of 
bis statement. But this single poiot by itself is, I think, 
-quite sufficient to destroy his testimony. For, can ypu 
believe^ if he knew that Lady Perceval had given the letters 
to Mitfordj that be would have cooked up the story be had 
done 3 tliat he would have published, to the world, for somf 
time after, that the Defendant had copied them at Monta,^ 
gue-housej and that he was confused at the time, in conse- 
quence of the Princess of Wales talking to him ?— It is not 
^ be <isedlted. 

Thk, Gentlemen^ is a conspiracy against tbe honour and 
efuiracier of Lady Perceval, which was never before even 
^suspected ! Who are those by whom the defence is sup*- 
:ported ? — Who is, Mr. Phipps i A man, standing himself 
under an indictment for a Ubel, growing out of the same 
charge !-^Is he hot then an interested witness, ready, by 
swearing, to bring the Defendant otE, that he may be a 
pure evidence, for himself, when his own indictment came on 
to be tried? Manifestly swearing, as he has done, for that 
purpose, to what weight is his evidence entitled ? I am^ 
however, glad that he has sworn ; for it has given me an c^- 
portunity of dkectly contradicting him. He told us, when 
he shewed Lady Anne Hamilton a letter purporting to b^ 
written by the Princess of Wales, that she was unable to de- 
cide on its authentiqityy because her Royal Highness was in 
the habit of writing twenty dUferent hands. — Lady Hamilton 
iias denied this, most positively. He -also gave her another 
letter^ written by Mr. Mitfordj and CQUcluding in this fami'^ 
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liar manner, "God bless you — adieu!" Lady Hamilton 
declares she never saw, never beard of the man in her life. 
Here Mr. Phipps acknowledges himself to be the bearer of 
two letters ; the one, a vile forgery of the Princess of Wales's 
writing ; the other, an impudent fraud, as it pretended an 
intimacy with Lady Anne Hamilton, that did not exist. 

Gentlemen, I had no other evidence to lay before you 
than I did, that of Lady Perceval and Lady Anne Hamilton ; 
and I hope you weighed, with the attention they demanded, 
the circumstances which I have adduced in corroboration of 
their testimony. You will observe, when Lady Perceval re- 
ceived the letter from Mr. Phipps, she sent Mr. Speechley to 
inform him, that he had been abused — that he had published 
forgeries, of which she knew nothing. Gentlemen, the letter 
she wrote afterwards Is not, in my opinion, a proof of guilt ; 
but evidence of a kind and benevolent disposition. Mr. 
Phipps says, he received the forged documents' from Mitford, 
who stated, that Lady Perceval gave them to him. Why, if 
he knew this, — ^why, if he were informed, that Lady Perceval 
had sent them, did he not mention it in his letter of Sunday 
morning? Why did he not observe, " the letters were 
brought to me, by Mitford ; but he had your authority for 
giving them publicity?" — If this were the feet, why did he 
not say, when Speechley told him they were forgeries, "You 
may call them forgeries, if you please ; but they came ftx)m 
Lady Perceval, and Mitford told me so ?** But, Gentlemen, 
he said nothing of the kind : he did not even hint anything 
of this description, until eight weeks after; when an in- 
junction was obtained against the audacious attempts to de- 
fame Lady Perceval's character. 

Gentlemen, let us punsue Lady Peiceval's conduct a little 
farther. In her letter to Phipps, she says, *' You are under 
a mistake ; come down to Perceval -lodge, and the business 
will soon be settled by a confidential communication." 
What does she mean by this ? Her evidence, and Mr. 
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Phipps's statement, prove, that an audacious forgery ba^ 
been imposed upon him by Mitford. — ^What then was the 
consideration that influenced her to send for Phipps ? As 
she knew that Mitford had had a lapse of mind, she was anx- 
ious to put Mr. Phipps on his guard, lest he should be led into 
some serious error. It was natural she should thus conduct 
herself towards a person -who had supported a cause to which 
she was herself attached. Besides, she was of course anx- 
ious for Mitford, for whom she had before interested herself 5 
and therefore it was that she wished the contradiction, which 
she insisted should be made in the next papers, to be couched 
in as delicate terms as possible. She was unwilling to bury, 
beneath a heap of infamy, an individual whom she had la- 
boured to serve. She also, /or the sake of Mr. Phipps Mm-* 
self, whom she believed to have been imposed upon, was de- 
sirous that the disavowal should be as mild as possible. This, 
Gentlemen, is the natural and fair construction of the letter 
which she sent to Mr. Phipps, speaking of the case with 
which the rectification might be made. Some remarks have 
been ventured on that word — ^perhaps it is a fashionable term 
for explanation ; but, at all events, I hope Lady Perceval will 
not suffer because she made use of it cscsually. I recollect a 
person having been tried in this Court for the inadvertent 
use of an expression. He had compared our constitution to 
a tree ; and, pursuing his simile, he observed, that the mo- 
narch was the trunk j and the two houses of parliament the 
two arms. Still carrying on the figure, he maintained, that, 
if the arms were cut ofl^, the trunk might remain and flourish* 
The House of Commons indicted him for it.— But, Lord 
Kenyon said, '^ Don't let this man fall a sacrifice to a meta-- 
phor.'' And, I say, let not the word rectification prejudice 
Lady Perceval in the present day. 

How, then, Gentlemen, does the case stand ? Because 
a few letttrs and paragraphs have been written by Lad^ Per- 
ceval, are you to suppose that she is guilty of these audacious 


fagenes ?— If it be so inferred, with wkom can we ccmw* 
«j»ond in safety ? .What clerk, what domestic, can we trust 
confidentially J— If we write to him a letter, or employ him 
to -carry a paragraph at some subsequent penod, though we 
«ffe far removed from any participation of his guilt, yet th^ 
Hkfaoiy of his actions may be attributed to us ! 

<jreDtlexEien, I am coovinoed that Lady Perceval cpmes 
into Ck>urt this day to geek for justice^ and I am confident she 
.will obtain it. A deadly blow is ugEuii struck at this family 
JH her ladyship's .person ! — ^This is a strong expression, but it 
fs a true one* Tlie blow of an assassin has already deprived 
the country of one of its members' — a man whom we must aU 
I'CColiet't with reverence and regret : b«t, Gentleipen, I am 
assure^ that you mil peserve the (anftily honour as clear an<^ 
4ks hrjglit «s it was left by the iUustu«us person* 


Lord ELLENBOROUGH^ CtlAftGE -m msiKJftF. 

IxjKfA £iXsaNBOA<KJ««.«--<Sentlemen of the Jurj;, in dcr 
hiding a question of siidh importance, both to the accuse^ - 
und the petson accimed, the Couit is not to be carried awajf 
iby the krudness amd vicleace of deolamaUon, Y^ur duty 
«nd<iiiiise is, la attend to the proofs adduceil in the case, and 
to see that the deckiation contained in the indictment issatisr 
factmly atqppoited* You have. Gentlemen, heard a vas^ 
deal, this day, aboattbe honour and character of a family; 
bv£t really, I thioic, if it be cooirary to honour and charaoter^ 
if it be against evtaj principle of honest feeling, tm be a foul 
and maiicioua libeller, then have these panegyrics been vegr 
unneeessaidly addrassed to you. It is here, under the - 4iand* 
writing of thb lady, mani^tly proved, that she used the 
mfiavtunate Defendant, on diffierent occasions, to piocurc 
iht froUication of diffisrent aerticles composed by her* J^ 
tivelittmoadi after he had been ia Warburton's madrhouseii 


tills lady conresponds with Mm; she nrgesrMm to insert thU 
and that in the newspapers ; and when the publishers, from 
a fear of their personal safety, mutilated one of her produe- 
lioiis, she reprobated their conduct, and regretted the ab- 
Hence of that venom, which it was her wish to instil, with na 
palliatire obsenratlon but this, that it was not libellous. Bat, 
.Gentlemen, what right has she to break in upon the comforttf 
of public or private life ? What privilege does she possess to 
scrutinize the actions of individuals, and select them as the 
objects of her libels? For such I say they are. The keenness 
and malignity of her libels, you can gather from herself ;r 
you have the warrant of her own expressions, in her letter to 
Mitford, to guide' jronr o^nioii; she is there goaaiiig this 
young man to the publication of Kbeb, from time to time ; 
therefore to term her a libeller, in this case, is not speaking' 
unreasonably, since the feet is borne out and avowed by her 
own hand-wriiang^ CSeotlemen, the only point foryoui: con- 
iideration in this place will ba, whether, .contrasting hex evii* 
dence with the circumstances of her conduct, {here is a fair, 
and probable ground of inference, that she really acted in the 
manner stateid by the DeftdfidAit. The letter, begmmng, 
^ When Nelson was a chiH," gave me, I assure you, hlore; 
pain and disgust, than I ever recoltect to have experienced' 
on the reading of any former production in a court of justice/ 
I was shocked and pained to find so much bitterness — ^so. 
much unchristian malignity, in the expressions contained ixi 
that letter ; which I shall read to you— 

*\Monday, 
** ' NelsoNj when a child, said — * What is fear ? I never saw 
it/ Mr. T. wouW not iave won the Battle o^ the Nile." • ' v 

He had not the courage, I suppose (observed his lord- 
ship), to wring the hearts of hiisf feltew-creatttres> as de was 
requested to do. Her ladyship proceeds— ' 
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"^ Let tho«e fear wbo espouse a Iwd canse* Wt, who contend 
for Justice, for the Princess of Wales, and for our future Queen^ 
•bottld not flinch.-^Cowards never gained the field. I wish to God 
Mr. T— — bad been any where but <^ere just then— and I hope be 
will have a prosperous voyage 3 but ttot a speedy return. I would 
Bfr. M. being a man as be is^ of bold and valiant principle — of ho- 
Dourable, energetic^ and cbivalric feeling, were alone Proprietor of 

bis P . I hate Jialf noeasures, half arguments^ half appeals ta 

the public sense and heart -, tbey never answered yet. Rush upon 
your enemy, surprise^ astound him, — and terror unhorses him !** 

These^ Gentlemen^ are very masculine sentiments. Tlie 
letter goes on— 

" I shall be glad if the abortimi of my letter do good. Bot 
it is visxatious when a whole^ so complete as it was, connected the 
one part with the other^ to have had it mangled ; and a bit only 
thrown to tbe pubiic.*' 

This, however, is something/emtmne-*she is speaking 
of the ofl&prlng of her brain, to which, of course, she was 
very much attached. 

" Yesterday was tbe very ,day foftt— ' The tide-serving mo- 
ment,* that Shaksp bids us watch and catch. But what is done 
cannot be helped.— -Another time tho*— f)r«^ no mutilaiions —-and 
what Mr. T may not have stomach for, may please another's 
appetite ) and something of lighter digestion can be prepared for 
him. I am sure Mr. M. was truly dis tressed .-^When Mr. T— 
goes into the country, will Mr. M. have the power then to insert 
at bis pleasure V* 

Mr. M. it appears, is less scrapulous than Mr. T. ; and 
the absence of the latter is overlooked upon as being favour- 
able to her views. 

" It is really cmel to have torn me piecemeal,*— for obseTVt 
how the connection pf the parts is destroyed by it.** 
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N0W3 Gentlemen^ that which follows b the maUgnarU 
party and reflc€t$ very gxeat dishonour on the writer. 

" How difficult to rejoin this snake^ which would so keenly 
have stung where we intended, — without the venom being libellous. 
Send me back my copy, for I have none ; au({ 1 cannot re-create 
until I have it-^-so, without loss of time or post^ return it to me> 
and I wiU see what I can do. But promise me, that if Mr. M. will 
nol insert it ca I send it (save and except any. expression that may 
.h^ 'strictly libellous ; which I lyn sure nothing in that letter was> 
which 1 could alter)^ to return it me whole : for as the cause must 
not lose for other's squeamisbness, it should find its way somehoy^ 
'to the public, hut not with the same signature as that given to Mr. 

ileise you see, though sjhe boasts the courage of my Lord 
If e^oDj she appeals to look a little to the consequences which 
^^<^uld probably attend the publication of a libeL 

Mow, Gentlepien, I owp I dp not know how you or 
IBfiigr persons in this court are constituted 3 but I confes$ I 
l^eard th|it letter read wi^h a great degree of horror? It 
pained me to think^ that an individual could be found, ready 
to employ any person in the situation of this unfortunate 
gentleman, perhaps not perfect in his mind^ to assist in dis- 
Oiieminating articles of such a nature as those mentioned in 
the letter; and afterwards to regret, that all their venomous 
malignity had not been preserved. I will leave it to you to 
judge how far these sentiments are consistent with the feel- 
ings of women, or the doctrines of Christianity; I thank God ! 
very few instances of an adherence to such principles are met 
with^ The next point for you to decide upon is, how far the 
Defendant was employed by Lady Perceval in publishing the 
letters which i^peai^ on the 4th of April. In the affidavit, 
which is the foundation of this Indictment, the Defendant 
fweacs, that OB or about the 31st of March, he was sent for 
by Lady Perceml, who was at her house, at Blaekheatfa; 
wheiv he Ufived there, hsidy JPerceval informed hup^ ^«t 

M 
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ike had letters of great consequence to publish^ and that Mf^ 
Pbipps appeared to her the man most likely to do her justice. 
Now^ it is not very improbable^ that she might suppose he 
Would do them justice^ after the fulsome panegyrics she had 
lavished on his nerrous style, his classical manner of con- 
ducting his paper^ and various other points, couched in 
praises of the same kind. Besides, there are letters laid before 
you, which clearly shew a communication between Mr. 
Pbipps and Lady Perceval, commencing so early as sir 
o'clock, on the morning ot publication, before any thing had 
transpired on the subject. Now^ it was urged, that Mr« 
Pbipps never thought of imputing these letters to Lady Per- 
ceval until an application was made 'to the Court of Chan- 
cery for an injunction, and then, through fe^r, this charge 
has been made ; but I will read to you the letter which he 
wrote to Lady Perceval, on the morning of the 4th of April, 
and I will ask you does it not bear the stamp and character 
of a communication on a particular subject, of which the 
writer supposed the party to whom he addressed himself to be 
conscious? 

'' Madam, ** Sundai/ Morning, April 4, ldl3« 

'^ I implicitly rely on your ladyship's, justice for an excuses 
for addressing you unauthorized. My humble tender of what ser- 
vices I might, through, the medium of my paper, ' The News,' be 
able to render to the sacred and Just cause of her Koyal Hrghnesf 
the Princess of Wales, made a few weeks ago, through Lady Anne 
Halmilton, arose solely from an earnest wish that my Voice, in that 
cause, might be raised with effect*" 

The writer here alludes to the ofier he had made some 
time before of his columns : the answer to which offer was 
written by Lady Perceval, in the name of Lady Anne Hamil'> 
:tont The latternow denies it to have been authorized by 
Jner, though Lady Perceval declared, it was done with her 
jpfivitj md coi^sent. Mr. Pbipps proceeds to say^ 
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** I xras wholly animated by that motivie^— my sitaation in lUe« 

^ «s weU as^tbe dictates of my mipd, repel any selfish idea. Having 

<hu8 premised^ I crust your ladyship will excuse my troubling you 

with a concise detail of the transactions between Mr. Mitford and 

myself since Thursday last." 

N0W3 unless ke was confident that she was jortrj^ to thir 
liusine^ of Mitford's, why should he write to hti at aIL 

" On the evening of Thursday last (continues Mr. Phipps)^ 
as late as 10 o'clock^ Mr. Mitford delivered into my hands copies 
of the letters^ I have, according to his direction, inserted in Th^ 
News of this day, marked 1, 2, 3, with a desire that I would write 
some remarks upon thera. He did not then mention any wish of 
taking away those remarks, for the jevisal of your ladjsbip or any 
/Other person. On the Friday I wrote some remarks, although it 
was much later in the week, than I have it in my power in general, 
consistent with -the necessary arrangement of my paper, to Insert, 
4t length, any original matter. On that day Mr. Mitford called 
upon me about 4 o'clock^ and having read what I had written, he 
expressed a wish to take it for revisal to BlackheatL To this I 
could have no other objeotion than the fear that the papers might 
Oot.be returned io me, time enough on the .Saturday, to publish 
them in my paper of this day. Here, I am fearful, I may justly 
incur blame, for not properly impressing this fear on^ the mind of 
Mr. Mitford. However, he gav* me a solemn promise that the 
papers should be returned me on the same esvenii^, before 9 o'clock. 
To convince liim that k was absolutely necessary 1 should then 
receive them — 1 informed him 1 should sit up the whole of the 
Friday night ^ and I did sit up the entii:e night ; but, from that mo- 
ment, I have never seen or heard from him. I say nothing of my 
feelings or my anxiety during this delay."^ 

The measing here is evident ; it alludes to -a person, for 
the revisal of whom the paragraphs were intended, and 
proves that the two ideas of Lady Perceval and Mr. Mitford 
were, on this business, associated in the mind of Mr.Phipps. 
Taken to Blackheath for revisal. That very word signifiec 
iftpotber examination of somethiag which a party has c^eji 
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before ; it poirits, as it tirere to someifaing^ of which 
the individual addressed was the author. NoW, why should 
Mitford cany it to Blackheath, if he had not received it 
there ? This may be said to be the language of Mr. Pbipps. 
But; Gentlemen, it was drawn up early on the morning of 
the publication, when he wrote with as much indifference as 
any other person on the subject. Mr. Phipps concludeir 
thus : — 

^' T ag-ain beg to express a wish, that your ladyship will exciife 
my pre^ nt application to you. I am fearful of being thought guilty 
of any disrespect, or any inattention to orders, which confer honour 
on my humble exertions : orders, which I am only anxious to re- 
ceive, to shew ray most respectful obedience.** 

Now must not this language, which speaks his fear of 
shewing any disrespect to orders, which confer honour oa 
him, be considered as falling from a man, labouring under 
a strong impression, at the time he wrote the letter, that 
Lady Perceval was connected with the publication ? It can,' 
in my mind, bear no other interpretation. Then what be- 
comes of the idea, that Mr. Phipps never harboured a 
tliought of Lady Perceval being at all acquainted with the 
transaction, till, at a much later time^ when other publica- 
tions had taken place ; and, on inforihation having been 
moved for against him^ the Defendant, in the preserit case, 
3Wore, that Lady Perceval had desired him to carry the let- 
ters to Mr. Phipps, observing, that the experiment was a 
dangerous one, but something must be done to compel them 
to grant a proper establishment to the Princess of Waks ; 
and that the publication would, no doubt, have that effects 
That he then copied the three letters from the hand-i 
writing of Lady Perceval, which purported to be signed by 
the Lord Chancellor, tbe Earl of Liverpool, Lord Castle-* 
xeagh, and Lady Anne Hamilton, all of them relating to tlic 
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eftablishment of the Princess of Wales ? Now^ tbe real ques* 
tion for you^ Gentlemen^ to try is, whether the Defendant 
copied these letters from an original manuscript^ written l^ 
Lady Perceval ? And here it will be right to bear in mind^ 
that sei^eral letters have been put in^ which^ according to the 
lividence of Mr. Phipps, Lady Perceval was most anxious to 
get back into her possession. It certainly was a xlesirable 
thing for her to recover letters and papers of sUch a descrip* 
tion ; it was natural she should be desirous of , obtaining 
them; bemuse they mighty her hand-writing being proved^ 
subject her to criminal prosecutiions. But she disseminated 
her paragraphs^ it appears, by the hands of this unfortunate 
gentleman^ the Defendant. She selected htm for this pur-^ 
pose; either, because, from the state of his understandings 
she thought it would be less dangerous for him to act in the 
business, or because she wished to shield herself in utter 
darkness : for, if she had been as fearless as (using the lan« 
guage of Lord Nelson), she said she Was, she would ncH; 
have sought an agent; she would have acted fOrheHself $ shtf 
would have gone with her writings; she would not have niad€ 
use of the instrumentality of this unfortunate min. To 
what. Gentlemen, can you attribute the visits, early and 
kte, made by Lady Perceval to the Defendant and his wife? 
Do you think it wascfvarity that called upon hAv to go ta . 
their lodgings, without her carriage ? But she stated, thai 
the streets were not paved, as a reason for proceeding on 
foot ; and yet, when I ask her whether her servant attended 
her on these excursions, she could scarcely call the fact to 
mind. /What, then, I ai^ you, could those visits relate tOj 
but to that which her atknowledged letters speak Of? By 
that subject she ha(d electrified the shattered understanding 
^ this unfortunate man, and had induced him to give circu- 
latioh to the veitcnxk which she herself had concocted. Un- 
der these cirdumstances, looking simply to the conduet of 
Aese conc^ed ki'tiie^sase^ seeing lius kdy anxious topub* 
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fish libels, by the ftgency of the Defendant) a fact that can-' 
not be controverted, surely it is not at all unnatural to sup* 
pose that she may be the author of other libels, intended to 
effect the same purpose. With respect to the particular 
points on which the peijuiy is assigned, not an rndividual has 
spoken to them but Lady Perceval herself. All the rest of 
the evidence, on the part of the prosecution^ relates to cir<- 
cumstances which are said to have occurred since the publi- 
cation of the 4th of April. Of these, the strongest is the 
conduct of thb young man himself, who has been represented 
as proceeding to town from Blackheath, ashamed and afflicted 
at what he had done. He is described as having thrown 
himself on his bed, in great anguish of mind, exclaiming, 
that he was dishonoured, and his reputation gone. But why, 
if he had been the projector of the forgeries, did Lady Per^ 
eevai send for him ? Why did she seek the return of a man so 
dangerous as she represented him to be ? Why did she, on 
the Wednesday evening, cause him to be brought to her own 
house, where he threw himself on the bed of Mr. Perceval ? 
It seems, when questioned at his own lodging, that he talked 
of a bribe; but no one heard what that bribe consisted oL 
He had, it seems, threatened to publish all their names ^ 
, but it did not appear to whom this all referred. Gentlemen, 
this looks like the conduct of a frantic man, as he is stated 
to have been. But the affidavit was sworn on the 23d of 
June ; and, if he had been disordered in his mind, in April, 
he might by that time have recovered. He then declared 
that he had been at Blackheath, that he had there got the 
letters, and carried them— where ? why, to that very papery 
which Lady Perceval had been perfuming : to the very place 
where she should be most likely to send them, if she sent 
them at all. — ^Then, Gentlemen, you have the evidence of 
Mr. Phipps, who has deposed to conversations with Lady 
Perceval and Lady Anne Hamilton, who have both denied % 
part of his statemeot.~Lady Hamilton swears, that he n^vqr 
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mentioned Lady Perceval as the person through whomMitford 
received the letters. It is for you. Gentlemen, to decide on 
this conflicting testimony. But it is most clear, that the be-* 
lief of Mr. Phipps, as to Lady Perceval's having written the 
letters, was not an after-thought. For, at six o*clock in the 
morning of the 4th of April, he addresses her on the subject^ 
confidentially. Why, Gentlemen, would he think of sending 
the matter to Blackheath for revision, if it had never been 
there before ? — Gentlemen, I think it is scarcely necessary 

for me to go through this immense mass of evidence, 

[Here the Foreman of the Jury interrupted his lordship. — 
They were, he observed, perfectly satisfied : and a verdict of 
NOT GUILTY was immediately returned — ^which was re-* 
ceived with evident marks of satisfaction by a very crowded 
Court. The Trial commenced at half-past nine in the 
morning; and was not terminated till half-after sixain the 
evening.] 


In the above extraordinary case, Mr. Vines, of Stone 
Buildings, Lincoln's Inn, was the Attorney for the Prose- 
cution: Mr. Manning, of Clement's Inn^ for the De- 
fendant. 
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APPENDIX. 


No. I. 

** Lady Viscountess Perceval requests Mr. Phipps will 
•end her, regularly, his weekly paper, The NewSy particularly 
the one of this day, which includes the interesting and well- 
made observations on the Letter of her Royal Highness the 
Princess of Wales. 

*• 27, Curzon-street, 

« Sunday, 14th Feb. 
*' Phipps, Esq. 

" The News Office, Brydges-street, 
"Strand." 


No. IL 

** Lady Anne Hamilton requests that Mr. Phipps will direct 
his paper. The News, to be regularly sent to her, No. 4, Man« 
Chester-street; and Lady Anne particularly begs that this day^s 
News may be sent there without delay. 
« Sunday, 14th Feb. 
*c ■ ■ Phipps, Esq. 
*' The News Office, Brydges-street, 
** Strand." 


No. III. 


** Mr. Phipps is requested to send down hisla,st and his pre* 
iient Sunday's paper, and those which will be publibhedto^uching 
the interesting cause now agitating, addressed to John Teed* 


( »8 ) 

Esq. M, P. at Richard Phillips, Eiq. Surgeon, &c. Bridge- 
water, 

** And place these numbers to Lady PercevaFs account. 
" Curzon-8treet, Feb. 2lst, 

" Phipps, Esq. 

" Neu:s Office, Brydges-street, Strand.'* 


No. IV. 

" Monday, March 15, 1813. 

" Mr. Phipps, the Editor and Proprietor of The NeicSy pre- 
sents his profouud respects to Lady Anne Hamilton. He trusts 
to her wonted goodness to excuse the liberty he thns takes of 
addressing her. Entirely influenced by a sense of duty, he, 
as a Newspaper Proprietor, owes to the public, who liberally 
pay him, Mr. Phipps has presumed in a Tery sincere, if not an* 
able manner, to espouse a cause, which he truly laments re- 
quires the exertions of any advocate. In thus performing what he 
conceives his indispensable duty, he, however, labours under a 
deticiency of information, which not only paralyzes his e£rort89 
buthe fears sometimesleads him into errors injurious totheillus- 
trious lady he endeavours to defend. On this subject, there- 
fore, he presumes to address Lady Anne Hamilton, and in the 
most respectful manner to offer the columns of his paper for the 
insertion of any thing which may, in any shape, tend to repel 
the infamous slanders in circulation. 

" Mr. Phipps begs to add, that he has no connection, nor 
ever hud, with any political party, or with any public political 
person— that his character for honour and. integrity will bear 
the strictest investigation — and that he is the sole editor and 
(proprietor of his paper, writing and selecting every thing in it. 
He also presumes to say, that his motives to this address are 
pure and honourable, and simply occasioned by an earnest de- 
sire of raising his feeble voice with some effect in the cause of a 
macli- injured lady. 
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" Mr. Phipps ha8 the gratification of stating to Lady Anne 
Hamilton, that sach is the popularity of the part he has thought 
it his duty to take in this affair, that the circulation of his paper, 
which four weeks ago was about 7000, is now increased to 
8,900." 


No.V. 


** •Lady Anne Hamilton's compliments to Mr. Phipps, and 
at the same time that she must express her admiring approba- 
tion of the pertinent energetic reasoning and classical style of 
his paper, acknowledges herself exceedingly gratiBed by Mr, 
Phipps's loyal, zealous, and disinterested offer of his independent 
ooiumns towards advocating the sacred, just, and illustrious 
cause of her Royal Highness the Princess of Wales, against her 
conspiring adversaries. 

•* Man<5hester*street, March 1 8. 
" (Private.) 

« ' Phipps, Esq. 

" 7Ae iVietTj Office, Brydges-street, 
.' « Strand." 


* It was contended by the Plaintiff's Counsel on the late trial, that 
this letter is noi an acceptance of the offer I had made of the columns 
of my paper. It is certainly written in a very guarded manner — in a 
manner quite consistent with the fear Lady Perceval always entertained 
of putting any thing in the printer's hands, which might, on a future 
occasion, be turned against her. If, however, it is not an acceptance^ 
oo one can maintain that it is a refusal. It should be borne in mind, 
4hat it was brought by Mitford, who^ras instructed verbally to commu^^ 
nicate th»t information the letter is deficient in. — £»it« 
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No. VI. 

Thursday Mornings 9 o'Clock. 

Dear Sir, 

" I write in a hurry. — ^Should the packet alluded toby me 
last nli;ht, arrive, — take uo steps upou it until I come. The 
following extract will explain my reasons: 

•* * The death of the Duchess of Brunswick renders it deco* 
< rously necessary, that the publication of the Letters should be 

* deferred for a short time,* " 

*• Again, — 

" * / hope that the Sunday remarks of The News, will do us a 
' week^s good* As you say you can rely on Mr. P., he shall be our 

* avant courier in future : you must stick close to him, and keep 

* his spirits alive: give him Manby, ^c.' " 

'" I think I shall call about 4. I have written for a copy of 
the evidence of Mrs. L. which I trust will be in time. Truly 
yours, 

« JOHN MITFORD. 
« Mr. Phipps, Editor of TAtf iVeu?*, 
♦* Brydges-street, Covent-garden." 
To be delivered immediately. 


VII. 


*' Two days after the death of her Royal Highness the 
Dnyhess of Brunswick, Lady Charlotte Lindsay, the lady in 
waiting upon her Royal Highness the Princess of Wales, re- 
ceived two letters by the two-penny post, the one from the 
Countess of Macclesfield, on the part of the Queen, and the other 
from the Dowager Countess of Rosslyn on the part of the Prin- 
cesses — mere formal letters of inquiry after the Princess of Wales* 
And this is all the notice that her majesty and the princesses 
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have taken of the Princess of Wales upon the melancholy event 
of the sadden death of her mother.*' 

** And on the very same day, as the Princess of Wales was 
sitting with Lady Charlotte Lindsey and Lady Charlotte Camp- 
bell, at her luncheon, a paper, folded in the form of a petition, 
was brought'to her royal highness. Her royal highness incau- 
tiously opened it, when, to her utter astonishment, she discovered 
it to contain the copy of the will of her royal mother, which the 
lord chancellor, as one of the executors of her late royal highness, 
had sent to her Royal Highness the Princess of Wales, by the 
servant of Mr. Le Blanc, the Duchess of Brunswick's solici* 
tor. Nothing accompanied this paper of importance, except 
a note from Mr. Le Blanc to the Princess of Wales, purporting 
that he was directed by the Lord Chancellor to send her royal 
highness a copy of her Roydl Highness the late Duchess of 
Brunswick's will." 


No. VIIL 
" Dear Madam» 
" I have now waited until seven. When the letter arrives, 
Mr. Pbipps win send you this, with some remark he may deem 
necessary on the occasion. 

** I leave this in case you have left Abingdon-street, 
«* God bless you ! 

« Adieu! 
« JOHN MITFORD." 
" Right Hon. Lady Anne Hamilton, 
•*' No. 16, Abjngdon-street*,. 
" Westminster." 


* There is a great deal to come out respecting^ this house. The ostea- 
Bible occupier was a man of the name of Land, who had been a butcher at 
Greenwich, and in that capacity bad served both Montague House and 
Perceval Lodge with meat. Its proximity to the two houses of parliament 
J fancy occasioned it to be taken.— Edit. 
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No. IX. 

"Sir, 

*' I am obliged by your aUeuttoo, and beg yea to thank Mr* 
Plup|i09 io my name, for h't% exertion. 
** Pray attend aoe in the morning, 

"C.P." 
** Monday Eveniag. 
« Mr.JohnAilford." 

No. X. 

" Sunday Morning, April 4, 1813. 
«« Madann, 

** I implicitly rely on your ladyship's justice for an excuse 
for addressing you unauthorised*. My humble tender of what 
eervices I might, through the medium of my paper, The News\ 
be able to render to the sacred and just cause of her Royal 
Highness the Princess of Wales, made a few weeks ago, through 
Lady Anne Hamilton, arose sojely from an earnest wish that my 
voice, in that cause, might be raised with effect. — I was wholly 
animated by that motive, — my situation in life, as well as the 
dictates of my mind, repel any selfish idea. Having .thus pre- 
mised, I trust your ladyship will excuse my troubling you witb 
a concise detail of the transactions between Mr« Mitford and 
myself since Thursiday last. 

** On the evening of Thursday last, as late as 10 o'clock, Mr. 
Mitford delivered iato my hands, copies of the letters, I have, 
according to his direction, inaeilted in The News of this day, 
marked 1, 2, 3, with a desire that I wopld write some remarks 


• The word *^ unauthorisetT* here, merely refers to my having heen aaiured 
by Mr. Mitford, that he was the medium throagh which 1 was to receive 
what communications it was oonsidei-ed proper to make public on the plH . 
of her Royal Highness the Princess of Wales. Nothing lest than f£e ' 
abandonment of Mr. Mitford would hova made me presume to addreis 
Lady Perceval.«»-EDIT. 
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Upon them. He did not thepmeDtioa any wish of taking away 
those cemarks for the revival of your ladyship or any other per*- 
son. On the Friday I wrote tho«e reinarks, although it was 
much later in the week than I have it in ray power in general, 
consistjBnt with the necessary arrangement of my paper, to insert 
at length any original matter. On that day, Mr. Mitford called 
upon me about four o*clock, and having read what I had 
written, he expressed a wish to take it for revisal to Blackheath. 
To this I could have no other objection than the fear that the 
pftperd might not be returned to me time enough, on the Sa- 
turday, to publish them in my paper of this day. Here, I am 
fearful I may justly incur blame, for not properly impressing this 
fear on the mind of Mr, Mitford : however, he gave me a solemn 
promise that the papers should be returned to me on the same 
evening, before nine o^clock. To convince him that it was ab- 
Mutely necessary I should then receive them, I informed 
him I should sit 'up the whole of the Friday night, and I did 
«it up the entire night, but from that moment I have never 
seen or heard from him. Lsay nothing of my feelings or my anx- 
iety during this delay, — they may be appreciated,^ when Istate 
to your ladyship, that owing to the great number of my paper, 
one part goes to press as early as three oVlock on Saturday 
morning, another about nine o'clock, another about two o'clock, 
and the last about six o'clock. To make room for the manu* 
script taken away by Mr.. Mitford, 1 had, at much inconve- 
nience, discarded matter of some importance; and, at five 
o'clock last night, I was left with my whole composing room 

'?i|t^hding still, waiting for his promised return. In that situa- 

. "tion I had no remedy than from recollection, to re-write what I 
iiad given that gentleman. This, I anxiously hope, will form 

jmy excuse for any inaccuracy in the observations in my paper 

' of this week. 

" I again beg to express a wish that your ladyship will excuse 
iity present application to you. I am fearful of being thought 
guilty of any disrespect, or any inattention to orders which con- 
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fer honour ^n my bumble exertions; orders, which 1 am only 
anxious to receive, to shew my most respectful obedience. 
** I have the honour to subscribe myself, 
*< Madam, 
« Your ladyship's most humble servant, 
« T. A. PHIPPS." 


No. XI- 

«' Dartmouth-row, Blackheath, 
«« Sir, Sunday, April 4th. 

' Since I requested Mr. Speechley to wait upon you this 
morning, in consequence of your letter, and the misiake which 
appears to have occurred, 1 much wish that, if not very incon- 
venient, you would favour me with an interview at my house 
here, as soon after your receiving this as may suit you. I believe, 
by conferring with you confidentially for a few minutes, the 
rectification can be best arranged. 

« I am. Sir, your's, &c. &c. 
" ^Private. J " B. P. 

• Phipps, Esq. 


€t 


•• News Office, Brydges-street, Strand." 


No. xn. 


**News Office, Sunday Evening, Teif 
"Madam, ©'Clock, April, 4, 1813. 

** Immediately on my return to town, I deemed it my indis- 
pensible duty to consult a friend on the subject of my confer* 
ence with your ladyship this morning. His advice is peremp- 
tory — that my honour— my reputation,~-every thing that is 
dear to me, compel me to have no concealments with the public, 
whom I have been made instrumental in grossly deceiving* 
This is. also the result of cool reflection ^ I therefore respect- 
fully state to your ladyship, that unless Mr. Mitford imme* 
iiiately comes forward, and avows the part he has had in the 
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batiness, for the purpose of my justification, I shall be under 
the painful necessity, in my next Sunday's publication, of en- 
tering into a full explanation of the whole affair. My part in 
this transaction will be to me most painful,— -but it must be 
performed* if any contradiction appears in the public papers 
of what 1 have inserted in The News of this day. 

" I have the honour to subscribe myself, &c. &c. 

"T.A.PHIPPS-J' 


No. XIII. 

« To the Editor of The Morning Chronicle." 
«< Sir. — The publication in his paper of this day, by the 
Editor of The News, induces me to request you will be pleased 
to insert in your paper of to-morrow, the copy of a letter which 
I addressed to that gentleman, and which was delivered at the 
oflSce of The News late on Friday night. I have only to add, 
that the Editor of The News has been informed that the letters 
in his possession, alleged to be letters in the hand-writing of the 
Princess of Wales, are positively forged; as well as the letters 
purporting to be signed by the Lord Chancellor, Lord Liver- 
pool, and Lord Castlereagh ; and the answer, purporting to be 
signed by Lady Anne Hamilton. It is unnecessary to state, that 
Mr. MitforcTs unhappy situation absolves him from all crimina- 
lity respecting these papers, as well as those which are referred 
to in my letter to the Editor of The NewSy (now iil my posses- 
sion,) the fabrications of Mr. Mi(/brdV disordered fiincy. 
** I am your obedient servant, 
« Temple, April 11." " F. L. HOLT." 


No. XIV. 
" Sir, 
" In consequence of an advertisement which appeared in some 
®fthe daily papers, announcing your intention of publishing in 

o 
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your paper of Saoday next, certain letters aod commuaicationfl 
from Lady Anne Hamilton» Lady Perceval* and Mr. Mitford, 
nephew to Lord Redesdale, I was desired to call at yoar office 
on Thursday last» for the purpose of acquatottogyou, that what- 
ever communications you had received from Mr. Mitford, were 
entirely the invention of the disordered imagination of that un- 
fortunate gentleman ; and that the letters published in your pa- 
per of Sunday lasts ^ well as other papers said tabe in your 
possession by the means of Mr. Mitford, are forgeries. I was 
also directed to state to you, that Mr. Mitford is entirely un- 
known to her Royal Highness the Princess of Wales personally^ 
or by any mode of communication ; and that her Royal High* 
ness had not any knowledge of any matter inserted in your pa- 
per. Dr. Warburton attended with me for the purpose of con- 
firming to you the account of Mr. Mitford's situatioui which is 
such as to divest him of all responsibility for his own actions* 
He had been prematurely removed from the care of Dr. War- 
burton, about seven weeks ago, and has again been placed under 
Dr. Warburton's control. His extravagancies have not been 
confined to the impositions practised upon your paper. I have 
now before me various letters and minutes of conversations on 
the same subject, given by Mr. Mitford to a friend of mine, al- 
leged to have been addressed to him, under a feigned name, and 
to have been holden with him by gentlemen of respectability, 
whom he probably never saw; appointing interviews, and offer- 
ing rewards for the disclosure of secrets which had no existence, 
and relating discourses between other parties, which it has been 
ascertained never took place*. As I had not the good fortune to 
see you at either of the times when I called upon you, I have 
thought it proper to give you this circumstantial detail in writ- 
ing, lest there should have been any misunderstanding or mis- 
take in the verbal communication to you, which will have been 


* It is sini^alar that Mr. Holt produced none of these on the late trial* 
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the consequence of mine and Dr. Warburton's- visits at your of- 
fice, from the persons whom I saw there. 

•* I am. Sir, your obedient scrrant, 

« Temple. April 9. " F. L, HOLT." 

" To the Editor of The News:' 


No. XV. 

" Sir, "Wednesday. 

** I did not see The iVetoiof last Sunday until yesterday morn- 
ing. I was not permitted taha^e any communication with any 
person— until this day, when I effected my escape from an un- 
just and unauthorized confinement. 

" 1 am so situated that I have little more time than to say, 
that there are some pfirts of j'Ofur paper I do not comprehend, 
but in the principal points you are correct. 

*• I have been allowed, during my confinement, to write owe 
Utter 9 dictated to ifte*, and that was all. 

•* I have seized the momentary advantage of my liberty to 
jvrite to one or more of the papers— "Z!^ Herald in particular,— 
yoa shall hear from me when I am forty miles from town, where 
lahaUhalt. . 

** Truly your's, 

« JOHN MITFORD.'' 
« Mr. Phipps, 

« Proprietor of The News." 


• Mr. Mitford once informed me, that he had been induced to write some 
1(ind of acknowledgment, that he was the author of the forged letters; but 
that the letter, which contained that acknowledgment, referred to some 
circumstances not expedient to be mad^ publtc; and, therefore, that Lady 
Perceval would never dare to make any use of it against him. I only state 
what he once mentioned. When I reflect on the species of mental and cor- 
poreal bondage, in which Lady Perceval kept this unfortunate gentlemau, 
I certainly should feel no snrprise at any thing he said or wrote, in the inter- 
ral between the 4th of April and the 19th, the day I first saw him after the 
publication of the forged letters. On the trial, nothing in his hand-writing 
was offered to be prodttced.-*£<fiV. 
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No. XVL 
"Dear Sir, 
** I have not been tliree hours from the country ; iny fortitude 
cannot bear to be thus lacerated by the scissars of a \ronian* 
*' I much wish to see you this evening. 

" Your's, faithfully, 
« Mr. Phipps." « JOHN MITFORD/* 

(No date.) 


No. XVIL 

The following were Lady Anne Hamilton's remarks on my 
appeal to the public, inserted by her order in The Morning Ckro-* 
nide. Many of them are quite irrelevant. I never asserted^ 
that her ladyship ever wrote to me except through the medium 
of Lady Perceval, nor did 1 ever say, that she at any time either 
saw or wrote to Mr. Mitford. One point ahne of my previous 
statement does she deny — ^that respecting the carte blanche. 
My assertion of her inability decisively to pronounce whether 
the letters were forgeries, she avoids noticing; and my subse- 
quent statement of the Princess of Wales being in the habit of 
writing twenty different hands, she never publicly contradicted 
Dntil the late trial.«^£<fi/. 

*^ In consequence of some publications in T/ie A'rai, and com- 
luents upon them in other papert,we have authority to state-^ 
that Lady Anne Hamilton never wrote a line to Mr. Phipps in 
her life. That she never authorized Lady Perceval to write to 
him, but upon the two occasions mentioned in his paper (The 
News) of Sunday last-«-the one to order his paper to be sent to 
her— the other civilly to decline the offer he had made her of 
his columns; and that she never saw either of those letters till 
they were published*. 

* It is singular that Lady Anoe did n^t at this time disavow tbe letter 
Lady Perceval wrote in her name to me; she did so distinctly on the trials 
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•» We have authority to state farther, that Lady Anne Hamil- 
ton never gave Lady Perceval * authority to make use of her 
* Datne in whatever concerned the Princess of Wales;' nor has^ 
she ever asserted or admitted, in any way, or to any person, that 
she had so done; and that Lady Perceval herself disclaims ever 
having received or exercised such authority* 

** That Mr* Phipps was ' immediately admitted* (as he states) 
when he called at Lady Anne Hamilton's house, on Sunday the 
4th instant, in consequence of her supposing him to be Mr. 
Phipps, the oculist; nor after the discovery of this mistake, did 
she know who he was, till he proclaimed himself the editor of 
The News. 

" That Lady Anne Hamilton never saw Mr. Mitford, nor 
wrote to him, nor received a line from him, nor ever had any 
communication with him in any way«" 


LADY PERCEVAL'S LETTERS. 


No. XVIII. 

« Monday." 
"Nelson, when a child, said— -5 What is fear? I never saw 
it.' Mr. T.* would not have won. the battle of the Nile. Let 
those fear who espouse a bad cause. We who contend for jus^ 
tice for the Princess of Wales, and for our future queen, should 
not flinch — Cowards never gained the field. I wish to God« 
Mr. T-<*-- had been anywhere but ^^er^just then — ^and I hope 
he will have a prosperous voyage, but not a speedy return. I 

* Mr. T. * means Mr. TuUoch, one of the proprietors of The Star 

evening newspaper, — a paper at that time much favoured by Lady Perce- 
vaPs political lucubrations, but afterwards turned off on account of tl|9 
f^eamisknesfi and want of spirit in its proprietors. 
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would Mr. M.* being a man, as he is, of bold and valiant prm- 
ciple — of honourable, energetic, and chivalric feeling, were a/<m^ 
proprietor of his P— — , I hate Ao(/* measures, half arguments, 
half appeals to the public sense and heart : they never answered 
yet. Rush upon your enemy«-^urprise, astound him — and ter- 
ror unhorses him ! 

" I shall be glad if the abortum of my letter do good ; — but 
it is vexatious when a whole, so complete as it was, connected 
the one part with the other, to have had it mangled— -and a bit 
only thrown to the public. 

•* Yesterday was the very day for it — * the tide-serving mo- 
ment'— that Shaksp bids us watch and catch.— But what is 
done cannot be helped— Another time tho*-**pray,fiomtt^/afio»5 
— 4uid what Mr. T may not have stomach for, may please 
another's appetite ; and something of lighter digestion can be 
prepared for him. ■! am sure Mr. M. was truly distressed. 
—When Mr. T— — goes into the country, will Mr. M. have 
the power then, to insert at his pleasure ? It is really cruel to 
have torn me piecemeal**for observe how the connection of the 
parts is destroyed^by it— How difficult to rejoin this snake, which 
would so keenly have stung where we intended — without the ve- 
nom being libellous. Send me back my copy, for I have none^ 
and I cannot re-create until I have it — so, without loss of time 
or post, return it to me, and I will see what I can do. But pro- 
mise me thot if Mr. M. will not insert it as I send it (save and 
except any expression that may be strictly libellous,— which I 
am sure none in that letter was,'«^whjch I could alter) to return 
it me whole: for as the cause must not lose for other's squeam- 
iahness, it should find its way somehow to the publie-^but not 
with the same signature as that given to Mr. M . 

'* Write to me con8tantiy->-your miautes of J. Ball's conver- 
sations were pleasingf, and Holyrood House remark very well. 

• Mr* M , Mr. Mayne, one of the minor proprietors of the same pa- 
per— oot possessing the power over its insertions which Mr. Tulloch had. 

-f These and Holyrood House remark, were articles written in favour of 
the Priacess of Wales by Mr. Mitford, and which appeared in Tke Star. 
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—If you should come down, go to Brldgewater House, send a 

note to me, enclosed to Lady Anne Hamilton* from tfaence, 

«« Your's, B- P." 
Address — 

« John Mitford^ Esq. 

*• Crawford Street, 

** Montague Square, 

•* London* 

** Monday, 4 o'clock." 

"[To be delivered this evening.]" 


No. XIX. 

Copy of " the ahorlioriy^ alluded to by Lady Perceval, in No. 18. 
(From TJie Star of Feb. 22.) 

«' To the Editor of The Starf. 
" England asks, and England expects to be answered, whe- 
ther during the recent, and we fear continued indisposition of 
the Princess Charlotte of Wales— severe enough to require the 
attendance of physicians, not only was and is her Royal Mother 
left unsolicited to visit her beloved and loving ehild^ deprived 
by the illness of the rarely-granted comfort of intercourse with 
her August Parent, but refused even the privilege of access to 
her? I am, &c. &c. 

**JUSTITIA." 

* Tlie date of Lady Anne Hamilton's irmnang letter to Lord Liverpool, 
iras Feb. T5th. Her Ladyship was, thei'cfore, in waiting on the date of thk 
letter, which, by the post-mark npon it, appears to have been sent the 23d 
of the same month. .This circumstance renders Lady Anne Hamilton's de 
claration on the tribal, '^ that she knew nothing of Lady Percevars newspaper 
connections,** very singular. 

t On £his letter I shall merely observe, th^t I would not wish to hurt the 
feelings of any Lady Authoress— much less one of Viscountess PercevaPs 
high rank ; but if the letter of JuxtUia ever did contain any thing resem- 
bling common sense, the Editor of The Star must have been clever indeed, 
to have reduced it to its present form.— jErf/V, 
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No. XX. 

** Sunday* 

^* I write this in case you should disappoint me aguia and 
Bgaiii-— though I hope not; for it is of the utmost importance, I 
repeat, to both our agency and our chivalrit cause*, that you 
should not leave me so ignorant, &c. &c. Besides, you were to 
have brought me the letters for Mr. Downes, inclosing the pa- 
per I wanted to send to him on my money businesses. Next 
place, I want the paragraph about Billy Austin, for I suppose 
Mr. M ■ does not wish to insert it, as he has not: — ^On the 
contrary, I observe in the paper of last night, an allusion and 
extract upon the same subject-^but very tame and inefficient. I 
would, therefore, wish you to bring it back to me^ that I may do 
what I like with it, and make some use of it. I would also be 

glad of the other scrap, about * God save the K .' I beg 

you will get possession back of the copy of the letter printed* 
which was written in large hand* I do not send the other 
which is ready, — because, since Mr. M— has not liked Billy 
A ., he will not, perhaps, like this; and if I do not see, or 
hear from you^ I always fear accidents, people changing their 
feelings, &c. I do expect that now is the moment of the tide 
serving for our cause. John Bull's heart is her^Sy and his eyes 
are opened ; and we must hope that, tf Englishmen could cham-* 
pionize Mrs. Clarke, the P , against the king's son,— 
very unjustly, and to their discredit, I ever thQught,-*tthose 
same Englishmen will at heart defend and protect their old 
king's niece and their young queen elect's mother. — Do, pray, 
answer this note, unless I shall have seen you;— «at all events 
send roe Downe's letter and Billy A . 

** I do not suppose you will let me leave town without seeing 
you. Can you c«me this evening-— between ten and twelve 
o'clock — you will find me returned from Fulham. 

" If Mr» M. will choose another letter for to-morrow's paper, 

• The conspiracy which Lady Perceval and her agent were carrying on 
•gainst the peace of the kingdom, is most clearly proved by this letter. 
She talks oi our agency and oar cause. What ««iu5e, even if » good one, 
could be other than ruined by such an agent.— Edit. 
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come and say so ; but 1 do not send it without being certain i^ 
YfWl be accepted. 

•* I can put Billy A ■ in the form of a letter — for I niuch 
wish that it should be iiu The paragraph last night called forth 
Bot an atoni of warm feeling. Such benevolence as thai of the 
penoo in qaestioui should be known, and not be mitirepreseiiUid. 

** Yo\u%. 
Addressed*-* 

« Joha Mitford, Esq.'* 


No. XXL 

" Where is the copy for the L— , for I suppose you will 
send it now. 1 have had no Stars as you promised me last 
night. Pray bring some to-morrow to where I am going, and 
send in word a gentleman has called on Lady P ■ *. You 
may comedown this evening, if you can^to tell me all that passed 
since. I am going at 5 o'clock. Be here before, if you can. 
I must see you before Monday. When is the other letter to.be 
in? I can assure you we must work them welif. If M. does 
not like to put it in, I wish you would withdraw it, that I may 
send it elsewhere. M% neglects, I think, the cause, 

*• The inclosed is written for a shew letter if you choose to 
use it as such^. It is a fact that I have done what I therein say, 
and great circulation will it give it." 


* Montague house was, I have been informed, the place where she was 
going.— J?(/i^ ^ 

t This expression shews the bitter spirit which, throughout the whole 
of this business, appears to have animated this JI/acAiet;a/ in petticoats.-^ 
Edit. 

X For this letter, which may serve for a model of its kind^ sec No. XXII. 
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No. XXII. 

[This If tter is alluded to in the preceding, and is a good spe- 
cimen of the talent displayed by Lady Perceval in her manage- 
ment of the Editors of newspapers. Htr Lad3'ghip calls it — 
" A Shew Letter;'* that is, a letter written expressly for the 
purpose of heing shewn to a particular person, to attain a par- 
ticular object. Mr. Mayne, one of the proprietors of The Star, 
was the gentleman here aimed at. Mr. Tulloch, the other pro- 
prietor, however, prevented Uiedose from taking effect.] 
" My dear Sir, 

" I have seldom received more satisfaction than from your 
letter. It does one so much good in these times (when the 
cA/ra/ric principle, alas ! is so grievously exploded) to meet with 
those kindred souls who wUl sympathize in the cause of womau, 
as Milton says, « the last, and bebt, fairest work of the creation.' 
The illustrious one* in question,.! do assure you should not be 
the least nor the last iu our dear love, for she possesses a heart 
and mind purely emanating from the great Duke of Bruns- 
wick. I can best express myself when I say, that when Tarn 
near her I am all soul, I never knew any one who had so much 
the magic of communicating incitement to all that is great and 
goodf. May the people of England duly esti mute her worth. 
Heaven be praised, the Pss. Charlotte of Wales knows her mo- 
ther's worth, and her best quality^ tliat which will bring pros- 
perity to her future realm — is her filial love. I admire and ap- 
plaud Mr. M.'s sentiments and emotions J, and I feci him to be 

* I.ady Perceval here directly identifies herself with the Princess of 
Waler,, on what authority it behoves her puhlichj to explain — "Eilit. 

t It is evident the writer of this letter must have found flattery most 
eflltacious in the course of her intrigues, for she never fails ilealing it out 
most plentifully; no mat ter'whfetber directed towards a princeM or a vulgar 
black^hmded f>n»^«r,— both have a sickening dose administered to thein. 
^EdU. 

X Lady Perceval will perhaps condescend to explain what she meant 
by Mr. Mayne*s ** emotions:' Were they of a corporeal or mental nature ? 
'm.Edit. 
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a congenial spirit with myself; assure him that^ considering him 
as such, every nerve of my zeal shall be exerted to befriend our 
CaroHnean sUff which must never ^ow dim*. Be it under- 
stood, however, that I am no disaffected subject f. Loyalist, I 
am, to my latest breath, and never, I trust, will a Perceval de- 
sert his Sovereign. My dear and only son will, I trust, tread in 
the steps of his ancestors, and lamented great uncle. If, by 
sounding the public opinion in measured respectful language^:, 
in the P, R. eatf we can make him understand his best interests, 
and the secret of his want of popularity, my object is obtained §• 
Let him set the example of respect to domestic propriety, and 
John Bull will worship him. I wish him as popular as I know 
his Princess to be, and deservedly so; for I consider them both || 
-as composing the third estate of the realms and as such respect 
the Prince, but love the Princess. Can you some day bring 
^oung Mayne with you ; you know how I am the friend of 
youth that has honourable and aspiring mind. I will send to« 


* Such were the promises this tn^ri^anftf' was accustomed to hold out 
to those she hoped would aid her in her political schemes.— £</tV. 

t It was very necessary for Lady Perceval to make this assertion.—- Had 
she not made it, Mr. Mayne must hare thought he was corresponding with 
a female plotter, who, to attain her ends, would have set the nation in a 
flame. — Editt 

■j; The wide difference in opinion which exists between the Lord Chief 
Justice of England and Lady Perceval, as to what constitutes " measured 
respectful language,^^ is well worthy of remark,— EcftY. 

§ How inBnitely indebted his Royal Highness must ever feel to Lady 
Perceval, for her tender solicitude for his popularity. — Edit, 

\\ This female politician's principles are truly constitutional. She 
considers them both as composing the third estate of the realm. Perhaps 
she will condescend to explain vrhfkt portion of the government the wife of 
the sovereign is entitled to by the laws of England. Undoubtedly, were 
that wife assisted by the talents of Lady Perceval, it would be hard indeed 
if she did not appropriate to herself much more than Of rights or of courtesy 
belonged to her-^Edit. 
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morrow to the office^ bat if I receivw th« ^fkif not in twe^ 
.they will be forwarded to nw* 

*' Take cure of youreelf» and believe me». 

** Your xealoa» IfWod, «»d sincere conaint 
« Dec. 30, 18li." « B- PERCEVAL." 

^The letter enclosing this, h addreaaetif 

*< John Mitford» Evq. 
^* 69* Craw{ord-»treety.Moi»tagtte-8qaare/' 


No. XXIII. 

«* Instead of sending mi/ servant to the Star Office, where- 

inquiries and observations would be made, or at least might, 

pray do you send in your name*, or request Mr. M. to enclose 

them to me, addressed, by the first Greenwich coach, as follows: 

*• Viscountess Perceval, 

" To be left at Mr. Land's, 

•* Crescent, Greenwich. 
" To be delivered directly. 
** From thence the parcel will be sent to me at Bridge^vater- 
housef, of course they will put the date oti tbe outside, and 
book it. 

" I have the greatest delight in Mr. M.'s declaration and 
profession of faith ; I hope he will never change his religion* I 
long to hear how my letter to you worked ;{• Let me have a 

'^ Ifere the cloven foot appears :— " pray do you send in yowr name^ 
for if I send in mine, some observations mig^ht be made." '* Veritas nihil 
veretur nisi abscondi^' This was not the case with Lady Perceval ; she 
cetirted concealment.— Edit. 

t Bfidgewater House, to >vhicb refei-ence is here made, is a seminary 
for young ladies, at the village of Lee. It is kept by a Mr. and the two 
Misses Grimini*8, and patronized by Yiscounless Perceval. Before hei' 
Ladyship took the house she now lives in, which she has chrietened** Perce- 
val Lodge," Bridgewater House was head-quarttrs.^^EdU* 
X This referred to the shew letter.— jPt/^V. 
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ticket porter to Curzon-strcel (whicfr will accompany my other 
letCers to Lee) fo dettrti all that passed betwixt you. 

** I beg yoa attd Mrs. Miiford^ will driak to my ton's 
health and glory in tbe poBtical eareer*, on Sunday next, the 3d, 
his birth*day. 

** Tell Mr, M. that I tro»l» some mx ot seven years heace^ 
The S««r will have to brigbten its coKimns with the next Lord 
PercevaPs eloquence and virtues*. In Scotlmid he will leara 
to drink deep of scrence, &c. 

** Believe me, your sincere friend, 

« B. P." 
** I have been lucky enough to find a. perfect copy of Fo- 
lard's Poly bins, with ike piunt* I made it mine. So now we 
may proceed. It has never been translated into English. 
•^Wednesday ni^ht. 
•* If you can come to me by eleven o'clock to-morrow-, I can 
spare you some minutes; and pray take a coach. I muftt pay 
for itf, siiMe it is by my desire. Wm most not be accompanied. 
Addressed — 

" John Mitford, Esq. 
*• Craufurd-street, Montague-sqparc.'* 


* Here is a direct allusion to licr sou^s future greatoes*. As to his 
virtue I can say nothing. He coraes of a very rirtiious stocky and there- 
fei-e I suppose he will be virtuoua. Of his elogucnce, those yf\\o heard 
him on the late trial may form a very good opinion. He will, however, 
have.occasiou to drink copiously of the fountain of science before the co* 
iMms of The Star are brightened by bis speeches — Eilit. 

f Mr. Mitford has iufornied nie that he is many pounds out of pocket 
for coach- hire, ticket porters, and postage of letters,— >it not being uncom- 
mon for him to be favoured with three and four of the \Aiier per diein. Ac* 
cording to his account, Lady Perceral was by no means liberal in her pecu- 
iiiary disbursements to him, although it is evident she worked him lik^^ 
a pack-horse. Deficiencies in her Ladyship^s larder and wine cellar have 
often been the subject of his complaints —f <//7. 
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No. XXIV. 

«« Sunday, March 7- 
" It 18 very siDgular that since my son left you at the cofl^e* 
house*, Friday evening, I have neither heard of you or seen you* 
No papers; no insertion— -By which therefore (if it is that there 
is no insertion) of either the Remarks, or the letter of Interro^ 
gator, that your friend Mr. M. does not mean or i^ish to insert 
either, he had much better have candidly said this from the first. 
I must desire, therefore, that without fail, you bring back boih 
the manuscript of the Remarks and that of the Letter; both 
are absolutely necessary for publication for the cause. You 
mdy say, from your friend, to Mr. M. that since he and Mr. T. 
object to its insertion, and delay it day after day, your friend 
directs you to return both immediately. 

** 1 hope you have not forgotten about to-morrow's noon, 
and will not suffer delays upon that poinU You understand my 
allusionf ? 

** You must not come to where I am now:J:, but to the Green 

* This was the Exchequer Coffee house) where Mr. Mitford, Mr. John 
James Perceval, and Mr. Speechiey had been on Friday, March s, aAer at- 
tending the House of Commons, to hear the debate on Mr. Cochrane 
Jobnstone^s motion, relative to the Princess of Wales.— J?<^i7. 

f Mr. Mitford has explained this important business in the following 
manner :-»The Princess of Wales was expected in town on Monday the Sth 
of March, and some officious persons, being desirous that certain marks of 
respect might be shewn to her Royal Highness, Mr. Mitford and an Iriab- 
man, at that time connected with The Pilot evening paper, were employed 
to procure a number of Irish chairmen and others, to take the horses from 
the carriage near the Mews-gate, aud from thence to drag her royal high- 
ness to Warwick house, where she was going on a visit to the Princess 
Charlotte of Wales. This was the important conimission, to effect which 
" uo delays were to be suffered." Mr. M. and fiis colleague, howerer, aa 
the day approached, became alarmed, and most basely deserted their posts. 
Her royal highness therefore was allowed Rilently to proceed.— i?rfi7. 

I Her Ladybhip was, 1 hare been informed, at Montague hous« at this 
time, aud therefore Mitford was to stop at the Green Man nearly opposite 
and seud her a note to say he was there. The expense she put this poor 
gen tie man to, and the degrading manner in which she treated him, arcw«tt 
exemplified in this letter. — Edit, 
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Man Inn, and from thence send me a note to say you are there, 
I 6hall be in town very early to morrow morning; so at all 
events let me hear from you there, for nuw I despair of doing 
80 in this neighbourhood.*' 


No. XXV. 

" Dear Sir, 

** I have enjoined a particular friend of mine, in a principal 

army agent's office, to prefer The Star before any olhcM* paper, 

for forwarding to our military officers abroad*. In haste, 

" I am your's sincerely. B. P." 

"Dec. 31." 

Address—" John MUford, Esq." 


No. XXVI. 
" Dear Sir, 

" I write to say that you must not fail to come to the eovntry 

after me, this evening or to-morrow momingf^ for we must settle 

certain points for next week. 

" March 6. Yrs. B. P." 


No. XXVI I. 

*• Come to me immediately, or you will find me at No. l6, 
Abingdon-streetJ, Westminster, this evenings at eight o'clock.'* 
Address 

" John Mitford, Esq." . 

• The intriguing spirit of this woman could suffer nothing to escape her. 
Our army abroad were to be influenced by her ioflaininatory publications,— 
£:dit. 

t Such was the state of suhjectiou in which Lady Perceval kept this un- 
fortunate gentkraan, that he uas fain to come at ner heckc'i cal: — in iowq 
or country, at a ruiuuits expense to hinisclf and family. I'lvmises were 
alone his recomj.ei.se.— JV*/. 

J 1 havo before tiamed th:s house, it was the focus of the plot of IS 13. 
A clue is here gireii wtiich a very litlic trouble might unravel to the end.-^ 
&it. 
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No. XXVflL 

[The following is mm aKicle which Mr. Mit^vd gave me lor 
publication sorae tioie between March 22d «nd April 9d. At the 
time he gave it me, he hinted it had been deemed '* too strong** 
by another newspaper; and he wrote au article of similar im- 
porty but in a more softened style, which he likewise p«t into 
my hands for publication. However I inserted neither. In point 
of fact« I had for some time aft«r I received it, a suspicion that 
it was not in Lady Percevars Iniud-writing (it being written in 
so scrawling a manner] although Mr. Mitford declared it was. 
I was however, soon satisfied on that head, and on the late trial 
Lady Perceval acknowledged it* The lines ia blank are 
couched in such " measured respectful language j"" that I con- 
fess I possess not enough of the courage of Lord Nelson to in- 
sert them.] 

" A Curious Fact,'* 

* Oat of thy own mouth, «iid by tliy own deeds I will 

jadgctheeV 

*< That in the name and on behalf of His Majesty, to use 
the accustomed formula for promulgating present -acts and 
deeds of sovereign power. Sir John and Charlotte Douglas his 
wife were summoned to town, and /or the convenience of coh^ 
iignity lodged, as they are still in St. Albans Street. So that 
no time might be lost, which might with a due and laudable 
respect to English justice be consecrated to the re. Secret exa- 
mination of the aforesaid Sir John, and Charlotte his wife, 
upon the evidence formerly * • ♦ « 

• •*«**« 

• * « . « m mm 

• ••«««* 

If r^erred to for proof of the autheoticity of this historical 
fact. Sir J. D. will cgtyfirm this statement, which he has al- 
ready made to several members of parliament,*' 

* This apt quotation has iiot been inaptly applied to her Ladyship.—* 

Edit, 


( 121 ) 

No. XXlX. 

«* Lady Perceval has the honour of presenting her compli- 
Aients to Lord Hood, and takes the liberty of requesting for a 
coDoexiou of Lord Perceval's (Mr. John Mitford) the indul- 
gence of a few minutes interview. Many years having inter- 
yened since Mr. Mitford had the honour of serving under the 
command of Sir Samuel Hood, and at that time being pre- 
sented to Lord Hood, he was apprehensive that without a se- 
cond introduction his Lordship might not recollect him. Lady 
Perceval begs leave to apologise for undertaking to make it." 

" Ckirzon Street, Sept. 4, 1812. ^ v 

" Right Hon. Lord Hood, &c. &c.'* , 

[My motive for inserting the above letter, which was a mere 
introductory letter to Lord Hood, received from Lady Perce-^ 
val, but never used by Mitford, is to shew that at the very time 
it was written, Mitford was under nominal confinement as a /«« 
naticj and with Lady Perceval's knowledge. The first infor- 
mation I had of the lunacy business was iFrom Lady Perceval, 
who, on my interview with her Ladyship, on the 4th of April, 
observed, that <' Mr. Mitford was subject to occasional fits of 
insanity, in one of which she supposed he had given me the 
documents" said to be forged. Her Ladyship also said, that 
he had not been many weeks released from a mad-house, but 
did not, as far as I recollect, specify time or place. These 
deficiencies were, however, amply supplied by Mr. Holt and 
Mr. Warburton, who called on me on the Thursday following, 
April 8. The latter then stated, in the presence of two wit- 
nesses, that Mr. Mitford had been under conjinementy at his 
house, from May, 1812, to March, 1813 ; that he could not, 
however, name the exact day he (Mr. M.) left him, without 
referring to his papers ; but that he was clear he was with him 
from May, 1812, until sometime in March, 1813, and that he 
.was then released at the invitation of Lady Perceval, but with- 
out his or Lord Redesdale's consent. Mr. Holt confirmed all 
this, adding however, that he merely spoke from information 
Teceived by him from Lady Peroeval. AH this^ must appear 
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to the public Tery ttnuige. H«re is a oiaoy who by the testi- 
mony of a keeper of a mad-bouse was in hit custody a$ a lu" 
natict horn M^, 18l'i> to March, i813» and yet Lady Perceval 
writes a letter of introduction for this lunatic to a nobleman of 
high rauk in one of the intervening months. I should asu^ 
wish to know whether the cbnBnem^nt of this lunatic froai 
Mky, 1812» to March, 1813, proceeded from jio^tltca/ or ctpti 
rea8oh8.]*£(2Jf. 


No. XXX. 

*« Wednesday Night. 
<< My dear Mrs. Mitford, 
<• Your poor unfortunate husband has indeed plunged you 
iota the greatest distress; and me too implicated beyond all 
conception. I believe him. either ill again, or having been 
bribed by -- — i^-— .. We have him very safe here, and he shall 
not come to harm. But, a legal counsel * must talk with him. 
He seems miserable; but do not be alarmed for his life. He 
has implicated the Princess, Lady Anne Hamilton, and most 
himself. Yet it may end not amiss, if he be in his senses* 
Come down to me by the first coach, because if he be ill, you 
must give authority to actf. He shall be safe with us from 
mischief. 

«* Your friend. 
Address—" Mrs. J. Mitford, " B. P.'* 

•« Crawford Street. 
tt Y^Y^j ji^i yQ^ not j^ntt to me before ?" 

* This expression is weU worthy of remark. '* The legml cpttiud,** here 
aUaded to, was Mr. Holt. Now, if Mitford was tiiMfi«, what had a Ugal 
conmel to do with him ! If he was not insane, and had actually done what 
t.ady Perceval accused him of, why should she harbour and protect hhn ? 
-^Edit. . ... > 

f TItisiii'thepliirohhe whole letter. MUfordcouWnolhailNR^NMil^l 
Uut is, ht could not'be comaaMed tt oustody as a aiadsnan without aiitli#- 
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[This letter was received by Mrs. Mitford on Thursday, 
April 8th 9 the fourth day after my publishing the forged 
letters, and the day after poor MitfOrd had been captured and 
taken prisoner to Blackheath by Lady Perceval's AidnU^camps. 
The letter is written in a very guarded style, and was evidently 
intended to alarm Mrs. Mitford for the life of her hasbaod, 
which it did most effectually. I however wish, particularly 
to draw the attention of the public to the following circum- 
stances attending this letter* On the trial, Lady Perceval 
8wore> that on the Sunday previous, I demanded to be con- 
fronted with Mitford, which I did. She also swore that she 
was anxious I should see him, and for that purpose wished to 
detain him on that day. Why then, I publicly demand of 
Lady Perceval, did she not, wbeo writing the above letter* 
write also to me to inform me that she bad Mitford «aib on 
the Wednesday. Is not the reason obvious ? Does not this leib^ 
ter prove that she dreaded above all things the meeting of Mit- 
ford and myself. She knew I wished most anxiously to see 
Mitford, and yet she purposely concealed him from me.]-"-* 
EdU. 

rity from his poor wife ^ and this authority was to be wrung from her by 
alternate promises and threats. So alarmed was she, that she was unable 
|0 write the few Hues necessary to commit her husband. ''The legal 
counseV* therefore, kindly assisted her; he w'rolSie the letter which she co* 
pied. A man from Warb«rton*s soon came, and away went the alleged 
forger, transformed b^ magic art into a lunatic—^fcfiV. 


THE END* 
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